~ # anc > \ 
SH4 THE too 


>ARLIAMENTARY DEBATE 


(AUTHORISED EDITION), 


FOURTH SERIES. 


COMMENCING WITH THE FIFTH SESSION OF THE TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT 


OF THE 


UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


62 VICTORIA. 


VOLUME LXXIV, 


COMPRISING THE PERIOD FROM 
THE SIXTH DAY OF JULY 
TO 


THE TWENTY-FIRST DAY OF JULY 


1899. 


PRINTED AND PUBLISHED, 


UNDER CONTRACT WITH HER MAJESTY’S STATIONERY OFFICE, 
BY 


WYMAN AND SONS, LIMITED, FETTER LANE, LONDON. 
1899. 





Pa. ta 








c\e hate : 


The 
A 


Dub 


Stoc 


Bur’ 


Wor 


Ayr 
Linc 


Toni 
Midl 


_ 


vo 





y 


; 
q 


1 


a 


a 
WN 





'¢ TABLE OF CONTENTS 


3 TO 
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ae NINTH VOLUME OF SESSION. 





LORDS : THURSDAY, 6TH JULY 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :— 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6)... 

And the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with :—Warrington Corporation we 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table. 


Dublin en _ A witness ordered to attend the Select Com- 
mittee ... ae “ines soe : ‘ ee wie 
Stockport Corporation Bill; Bradford Tramways and Improvement 
Bill—Keports of Her Majesty" s Attorney-General, receiv “ and ordered 
to lie on the Table : P oa 


Bury Corporation Bill [Lords] ; sini Gniiiiiaian Water Bill (Lon) 


Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to ... 


Worcester County Council Bill—-The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn: The Orders 
made on the 30th of June last and on sani last discharged ; aid Bill 


committed 
Ayr Burgh Bill ; — Water and Gas Bill- wn with Amend- 
ments ... Ss Fee Sas dai 
Lincoln and East —— Railway ee saul Bill- er ted, with Amend- 
ment on 


Ionian Bank Bill—Keported, without Amendments 


Midland .and South- ssid — senetiaacll Bill — i with 
Amendments ... 

Millwall Dock Bill—Moved, That the Order made on the 9th day of March 
last, “That no Private Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Tuesday the 27th day of June next,” be dis- 
pensed with, and that the Bill be read the second time ; agreed to ; and Bill 
read the second time accordingly sal cies re sa 
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Aire and Calder Navigation Bill—Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ... 


Midland Railwa, Bill—Read the third time, with the Amendments; a 
further Amendment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons ... 


Leith Harbour and Docks Bill-—Read the third time, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Commons ... ins “ae ‘be tie 


Small Houses memunse of einen 4558 Bill. a from the Com- 
mons : ee 


Yorke Estate Bill [Lords}—Retnmned from the Commons rae to 


Barry Railway Bill ; Kensington and Notting Hill Electric Lighting 
Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (New Railways) Bill ; 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill— 
Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to sea 


Cobham Gas Bill [Lords]; Stretford Gas Bill [Lords]—Returned from the 


Commons agreed to, with Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, 
and agreed to op : 


Dublin Corporation Bill—Message to the Commons for leave for Thomas 
Wallace Russell, Esquire ‘a Member), to attend the Select Committee 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional —— - 4) Bill— House to 
be in Committee on Tuesday next 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


RoyaL NIGER ComMpANy—1882-1893. Notes on the Niger District and Niger 
Coast Protectorates ; 1885, 5th June. Notification— British Protectorate 
over Niger Districts; 1886, 10th July. Royal Charter— National 
African Company”; 1887, 18th October. Notification—British Protec- 
torate over Niger Districts, “National African Company,” now called 
“ Royal Niger Company ” ; 1884-1892. List of Treaties—National Africa 
Company and Royal Niger Company with Native Chiefs ; 1893, i3th 
May. Notification—“ Oil Rivers Protectorate” to be called the “ Niger 
Coast Protectorate”; Royal Niger Company Balance Sheets—Balance 
Sheets of the Royal Niger Company for each year, from 1887 to 1898 
inclusive ; Niger Government (Accounts)—Statements of Revenue and 
Expenditure, from 1887 to 1898 inclusive 





TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES—No. 2309. Spain (Barcelona and District) ; 
No. 2310. Austria-Hungary amassed No. 2311. Italy (Province of 
Lecce) ... we “. a < a ea ‘es sie Shas 


SALMON AND FRESHWATER FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WAL — Thirty- — 
Annual Report of the Inspectors of Fisheries (for 1898) . : , 


SEA FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALEs)—Thirteenth Annual Report of the 
Inspectors (for 1898). Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on 
the Table até ats is 4e we or Yes ii mae 


SCIENCE AND ART DEPARTMENT—Minutes of Committee of Council on 
Education, sanctioning the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the 
Technical Instruction Act, 1889, for counties of—Worcester (fifth 
minute) ; Salop (fourth minute) ; Rutland (fourth minute) ; and eounty 
boroughs of—South Shields (thiid minute) ; Limerick (sixth minute) ; 
Limerick (seventh minute)... ~ re sis ae we een 
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InpIA (LOANS RatsED IN INDIA)—Return of all loans raised in India under 


the provisions of any Acts of Parliament chargeable on the revenues of 

India outstanding at the commencement of the half-year ended on the 31st 

March, 1899, with the rates of interest and total amount payable thereon, 

se Laid before the House [pursuant to Act], and ordered to lie on the 
able Ses sis me we om 


Marriages Validity (No. 2) Bill Spe Sth Bill to remove doubts as to the 
validity of certain merriages—Was presented by the Lord Macnaghten ; 
read the first time, and to be printed ; and to be read the second time on 
Monday next. [No. 157.] 


Poor Law Acts Amendment Bill [Lords]—House in Committee [according 
to Order]. 


Clause 1 :— 
DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Harris alk sa 4 The Earl of Kimberley ... 
Clause 4 :— 
DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Harris ben ee The Earl of Kimberley ... 


Bill reported, without Amendment, and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


Elementary Education (Defective and Epileptic Children) Bill 
racemes, ; Summary Jurisdiction Act (1879) Amendment Bill— 
Amendments reported [according to Order], and Bills to be read the third 
time To-morrow : : x 


Education of Childrer. Bill—Read the third time [according to Order], and 
passed ... sinh ee ah viti sa vee ss ni 1g 


Small Houses (Acquisition of Ownership) Bill—Read the first time ; 
and to be printed. (No. 158.) , ksi ou bis Ss ses ye 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five of the clock. 





COMMONS: THURSDAY, 6TH JULY 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs [Lords]—(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private bills, originating in the Lords, and 
referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz.: Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill [Lords]; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 13) Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time To-morrow He a a wae soy Bi a wih 
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ProvisioNAL ORDER Bitts—(No STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE)—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the following Bill, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. 
Burgh Police (Scotland) Provisional Order Bill. Ordered, That the Bill 


be read a second time To-morrow 


Central Electric Supply Bill; Shirebrook and District Gas Bill; 
South Staffordshire Stipendiary Justice Bill; West Middlesex 
Water Bill —Lords Amendments considered, and agr “eed to 


St. James’s and Pall Mall Electric Light Bill—By Order, Lords Amend- 


ments considered, and agreed to, with an Amendment 


Church Stretton Water Bill [Lords]; Liverpool Overhead Railway 
Bill [Lords]; St. Neots Water Bill sities ie Read the third time, 


and passed, with Amendments 


Brooke’s Park ~:eageaaamani ie Bill | Lon -By Order, read a second time, 
and committed... kee me re fas sei 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Finance) Bill |Lords|—Stamp 

Duties—Resolution reported : 

“That the Board may from time to time enter into agreements with the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue, if the Commissioners in their dis- 
eretion think proper, for the payment to the Commissioners, by way of 
composition of Stamp Duty on transfers of any stocks, of such a sum or 
sums as may from time to time be agreed between the Board and the 
Commissioners, and in consideration of such payment transfers of the 
stock in respect of which such composition has been paid shall be 
exempt from Stamp Duty.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the Mersey 
Docks and Harbour Board (Iinance) Bill, That they have power to make 
I 
provision therein pursuant to the said Resolution.—(Dr. Farquharson.) 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 9) Bill — Read the third 


time, and passed, without Amendment 


South Hants Water Bill [Lords] ascelans with Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed ee os es = i 


PRIVATE Bitts (Group M)—Mr. Harpy reported from the Committee on 
Group M of Private Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, the Com- 
mittee had adjourned until Monday next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table... a ibs nt in 


Dublin Corporation Bill—That they request that this House will be pleased 
to give leave to Thomas Wallace Russell, Esq., a Member of this House, to 
attend in order to his being examined as a witness before the Select Com- 
mittee appointed by their Lordships in the present session of Parliament on 
the Dublin Corporation Bill. Lords Message, respecting the attendance of 
Mr. T. W. Russell, considered. And Mr. T. W. Russell, in his place, having 
consented, leave given. Ss re ve 35 si 


RETURNS, REPORTS, 


“ALMON AND FRESHWATER FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALES)—Copy  pre- 
sented,—of Thirty-eighth Annual Report of the Inspectors of Fisheries 
(England and W ales), : for 1898 [by Command] ; to lie upon upon the Table 
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SEA FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALES)—-Copy presented,—of Thirteenth 
Annual suas of the ee for 1898 [by cst ; to lie upon the 
Table.. ; x xi ve 9 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL saimiede-teaaes presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2309 to 2311 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table... on waa te 9 


East INDIA (MILITARY eid aie, ast eae thereto [ Address 
8th June—Lord George Hamilton] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[ No. 264] sem vik fe es oii es os ea ae 9 


Rast INnpIA (LOANS RaIsED IN INDIA)—Copy presented,—of Return of all 
Loans raised in India, chargeable on the Revenues of India, outstanding 
at the commencement of the half-year ended on 31st March 1899, &e. [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 265) - a 9 


Pusiic Recorps (WAR DEPARTMENT)— Copy presented,—of Sixth Schedule, 
containing alist and particulars of classes of documents existing, or in ordi- 
nary course about to exist, in the Office of Her Majesty’s Principal 
Secretary of State for the War Department, which are not considered of 
sufficient public value to justify their preservation in the Public Record 
Office [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ne iat Bu ons 9 


RoyaL Nicer Company—Copies presented,—of Notes on the Niger District 
and Niger Coast Protectorates, 1882-93 : Notification, British Protectorate 
over Niger Districts, 5th June 1885; Royal Charter, “ National African 
Company,” 10th July 1886 ; Notification, British Protectorate over Niger 
Districts, ‘‘ National African Company,” now called “ Royal Niger Com- 
pany,” 18th October, 1887 ; List of Treaties, National African Company 
and Royal Niger Company, with Native Chiefs, 1884-92; Notification, 
‘**Oil Rivers Protectorate to be called the Niger Coast Protectorate,” 13th 
May, 1893, [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... wks i Msi 9 


RoyaL Nicer Company (BALANCE-SHEETS)—Copies presented,—of Balance- 
sheets of the Royal Niger Company for each year from 1887 to 1898, in- 
clusive [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ro bo ses son!) Sa 


NIGER GOVERNMENT—Copies presented,—of Statements of Revenue and Expen- 
diture of Niger Government from 1887 to 1898, inclusive [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table __... ve ie isis ne sia asi wae ae 


FisHery Boarp (ScorLand)—Copy presented, —of Seventeenth Annual Report 
of the Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the year 1898. Part III. [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table... me si po oe sca! 
Civit SERVICE CLERKSHIPS—(CLAss I.)—Return ordered, ‘‘of appointments to 


Class I. Clerkships in the Civil Service, from 1886 to 1898, inclusive,” in the 
following form :— 





| 


Number of Appointments. 


Department. 
3y promotion from Lower to After Class I. open 


From other sources. 
| Second Division. competition. 








—(Mr. Tritton.) 
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QUESTIONS. 


TramMorRE Boat Stip—Question, Mr. Power (Waterford, E.); Answer, The 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


SoLpieRS AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION—Question, Mr. Woods (Essex, Wal- 
thamstow) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) ... we ai ¥s = sie sas pas ae ast 


UnpeER-AGE RecruitTs-——Questions, Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, E.), and 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.); Answers, The Under Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... ie His si dies aie es 


CANTEEN AND Mess Co-OPERATIVE SocrETy—Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork, 
N.), and Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) ; Answers, The Financial Secretary to 
the War Office (Mr. J. Powell-Williams, Birmingham, 8.) ... Se 


PUNJAB—-OUTRAGES BY PATHANS ON THE FRONTIER—Question, Mr. Hedder- 
wick (Wick Burghs) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord 
George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) vies is - aa see 


BriTIsH CONSULAR SERVICE IN CHINA—CONTRIBUTION BY INDIA—Question, 
Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for 
India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing).. ie ree 


MADRAS—BANKRUPT ZEMINDARS—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, 
E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) sa sa as 


THE HYDROGRAPHICAL CONFERENCE—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cro- 
marty); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... 


IMPRISONMENT OF A BRITISH SAILOR AT BILBAO—Question, Mr. William 
Johnston (Belfast, S.) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) es Si oa 


THE ARMENIAN CHRISTIANS—Question, Mr. J. H. Roberts (Denbighshire, 
W.); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for ——- Affairs ir sro- 
drick, Surrey, Guildford) ; ae 


Tue EeypriAN ExILes—Question, Lieutenant-Colonel Pryce-Jones (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs) ; Answer, The Under saad of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) . 


West Inpres—Fruir Trap—E—Rum Duties—Question, Mr. W. F. Lawrence 
(Liverpool, Abercromby); Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) me ie 


LAND ORDINANCES OF CEYLON—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, N.) ae i, ; as i 5 sds sas 

British SoutH ArricA Company’s Accounts—Questions, Mr. J. E. Ellis 
(Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe), and Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) 
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THE BLOEMFONTEIN CONFERENCE— Questions, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) and Mr. 
Bartley (Islington, N.) ; Answers, The ee of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ‘ ‘ , a ahs 


VENTILATION ON THE UNDERGROUND RAILWAY—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross 
and Cromarty) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. 
Ritchie, Croydon) is ve ae per ve 2 


Tue AustrAL CycLE AGENCY—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answer, The 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) : af 





BoaTING DisasTER AT PWLLAELI—Question, Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon, 
&e.); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) si or si phi “hs es vie 





THE METEOROLOGICAL OFFICE—Question, Lord Charles Beresford (York) ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, 
Bristol, W.) ws o rem a as hee tie 


Roya Nicer Company’s TREATIES—Question, Mr. Davitt (Mayo, §.) ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, 
Bristol, W.) . om ie sie be a is 


ROTTEN Row—Question, Mr. Carlile (Bucks, N.); Answer, The First Com- 
missioner of Works (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) ... 


FAIRFIELD Roap, BristoL, HigHE® GRADE ScHooL—Question, Sir William 
Wills (Bristol, E.); Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 





LiverRPOoOL Post OFFICE CASHIER—Question, Mr. Stock (Liverpool, Walton) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) : Be a 


TELEGRAPHISTS’ CONFERENCE AT BELFAST—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Mona- 
ghan, N.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Han- 
bury, Preston)... é : 


SouTH KENSINGTON MuseuM—Quesiion, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) ; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston)... 


RoyAaL COMMISSION ON THE METROPOLITAN WATER SuPPLY—Question, Mr. 
Laurence Hardy (Kent, Ashford) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) ‘ : 


Scottish County RoLLs—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ... 


RaTE COLLECTION IN THE ISLAND OF LEWIS—Question, Mr. Weir (Roe and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Bute- 
shire) cas vin “ts ae ten vr us me: 


ScHOOL INSPECTIONS IN SCOTLAND—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) : 


VACCINATION FINES AT CHESTERFIELD—Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derby- 
shire, Chesterfield) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment (Sir M. White Ridley, ‘Lancashire, Blackpool) as at 


Fruit PRESERVING TRADE—WOMEN OVERTIME—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucester, Forest of Dean); Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Home Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool)... 
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APPEAL UNDER THE FACTORIES AcT—Question, Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir M. White 
Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) oe Ms s eds 


PoticeE Court PErRJuRY—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir M. White 
Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) wi a Se ee en 


LEAD POISONING—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee), Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucester, Forest of Dean), and Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ; 
Answers, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir M. White 
Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) ea # i oF % 

West Ham Warp Divisions—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester, Forest 
of Dean) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir 
M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) 4 aki me 


OmaGH Town CoMMISSIONERS—Question, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) oe 

Typuus Fever tN County GALway—Question, Mr. O'Malley (Galway, Conne- 
mara); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) i 

IrntsH LOAN FuNDS--CHARITABLE LOANS BILL—Question, Mr. Archdale 
(Fermanagh, N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. 

Balfour, Leeds, Central) : ee A oe 


QUEEN’S COLLEGE (BELFAST)—Question, Mr. Pinkerton (Galway); Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


CASHEL PRINTING ConTRACT—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) py ee ae ae we Sai a ee 

RENTS IN County TyrRoNE—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... 


Lorp Dition’s Estate—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


MonaGHaN County CounciL ELections — Question, Mr. Macaleese 
(Monaghan, N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. 
Balfour, Leeds, Centra!) be met ee oe es pee 

LocaL GOVERNMENT SURCHARGES IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. Power (Water- 
ford, E.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ircland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Ventral)... “oe . ~ ee sais xe ie 

Irish Concestep Districts Boarp—Question, Mr. Davitt (Mayo, S.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Irish TirHE ReENtT-CHARGE BILt~—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 

THE TRANSVAAL AND ARBITRATION—Question, Mr. Samuel Smith (Flint- 
shire) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 

Manchester, E.) voi sid hes es ie 


Page 


30 


te 


Lo 


cr 





Page 


ts 


a) 





TABLE OF CONTENTS, 
July 6.) 


New CHANCERY JUDGE—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.), and Mr. 
Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, 4 ee ; i ‘ : : 


Irish SupPLY—Questions, Mr. Dillon lilies: E.), Mr. T. M. L. Healy isis 
N.), and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answers, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


EarL GREY AND PRESIDENT KruUGER—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury a A. J. saree 
Manchester, E.) re 

BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Sir H. Cincgalh ioawadias (Stirling 
3urghs), and Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answers, The First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, FE.) ai 





PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—(MRr. J. CHAMBERLAIN)—TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS, 
RoyaL NIGER CoMPANY a aa i a Ps shee 


Telegraphs (Telephonic Communication, &c.) Bill—LReported, with 
Amendments, from the Standing Committee on Trade, &e. ; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 266.) Minutes of the pro- 
ceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. (No. 266.) Bill, as 
amended in the Standing Committee, to be taken into consideration upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. (Bill 263) 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to,—Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill; Local cnniniian ’ Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. &) Bill ; Local Government. Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 11) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) 
Bill ; Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of Working Classes) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill ; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill; Local Gov ernment 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (Housing of Working Classes, (No. 2) Bill; without Amendment. 
Anchors and Chain Cables Bill ; Taff’ Vale Railway Bill; with Amend- 
ments. Amendments to—TInverness Harbour Bill [Lords]; with an 
Amendment ; a 


Manchester Canonries Bill {Lords|—Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 262.] ... 


Metropolitan Police (Salaries) Bill— 
The Secretary of State for the Home ree, 96) M. White Ridley, 
Lancashire, Blackpool) 


METROPOLITAN POLICE (SALARIES)—-Bill to amend the Law with respect to the 
Salaries and Allowances of the Commissioner, Receiver, and Assistant 
Commissioners of the Metropolitan Police, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Matthew White Ridley and Mr. Jesse Collings... 


Metropolitan Police Salaries Bill—‘“ ‘lo amend the Law with respect to 
the Salaries and Allowances of the Commissioner, Receiver, and Assistant 
Commissioners of the Metropolitan Police,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday next, and to 


be printed. [Bill 264.] 
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London Government Bill—-Lords Amendments considered. 
Lords Amendment — 
“Tn page 1, line 19, to leave out from ‘councillors, to the end of the sub- 
section, and insert, ‘ provided that no woman shall be eligible for such office.’ ” 


The first Amendment, read a second time. 


Amendment proposed— 
“ To the words inserted by the Lords, at the end, to add the words, ‘ except 
that of councillor.’ ”—(Mr. Courtney.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That those words be there added.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The First Lord oj the Mr. Lough (Islington, VW)... 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Mr, Lahouchere (Northampton) ... 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) 50 Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) x 52 Leigh) an arin a 

Mr. Channing (Northampton, E.) 


Mr. Faithfull Begg (Glasgow, 
St. Rollox) ee ac) oe Mr, Albert Spicer (Monmouth 
Mr. Birrell (Fife, VW)... 57 Burghs) Ss gee 
The House divided :—Ayes, 177 ; Noes, 246. (Division List, No. 223.) 
Motion made, and Question put, “That this House doth agree with the 
Lords in the said Amendment.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 243 ; Noes, 174. (Division List, No. 224.) 


Lords Amendment— 

“In page 6, line 25, after ‘ council’ insert : 

‘3. Every borough council shall from time to time appoint a finance com- 
mittee for regulating and controlling the finance of the council; and ne order 
for payment of any sum, whether on account of capital or income, shall be made 
by a borough council except in pursuance of a resolution of the council passed 
on the recommendation of the finance committee ; and any costs, debt, or 
liability exceeding fifty pounds shall not be incurred except upon a resolution 
of the council passed on an estimate submitted by the finance committee. The 
notice of the meeting at which any resolution for the payment of any sum by 
the borough council (otherwise than for ordinary periodical payments), or any 
resolution for incurring any costs, debt, or liability exceeding fifty pounds will 
be proposed, shall state the amount of the said sum, costs, debt, or liability, and 
the purpose for which they are to be paid or ineurred. Provided that the fore- 
going provisions shall not apply to payments made in pursuance of a precept 
from another authority.’ ” 


The next Amendment, read a second time. 
DISCUSSION :— 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) 7 
Mr. A. J, balfour see 7 


Lords Amendment agreed to. 


7 Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Tloxton) 


Lords Amendment— 

“In page 6, after Clause 8, insert Clanse A— 

*(A.)—(1) All payment to and by the borough council shall be made to and 
by the borough treasurer, and all payments by the council shall, unless made in 
pursuance of the specific ba of an Act of Parliament or of an order 
of a competent court, be made in pursuance of an order of the council signed by 


three members of the finance committee present at the meeting of the council, 
and counter-signed by the town clerk, and the same order may include several 


payments. 
any such order shall be counter-signed by the town clerk, « 


approved by the council. 


Moreover, all cheques for payment of moneys issued in pursuance of 
x by a deputy 
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*(2) Any such order may be removed into the High Court of Justice by 
writ of certiorari, and may be wholly or partially disallowed or confirmed on 
motion and hearing with or without costs, according to the judgment and 
discretion of the court.’ ” 
the next Amendment, read a second time. 
Amendment proposed to the Lords Amendment— 

“Tn line 9, to leave out the word ‘countersigned,’ and insert the word 

‘signed.’—(Mr. Lough.)—instead thereof.” 
Question proposed, “That the word ‘countersigned’ stand part of the 
Lords Amendment.’” 
The Solicitor-General (Sir R. B. Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 80 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Lords Amendment agreed to. 
Other Lords Amendments agreed to. 
Lords Amendment— 

“Tn page 10, line 37, to-leave out from ‘that’ to end of the sub-section, and 
insert : 

‘(a) If the Commissioners under this Act make a —— Report to Parlia- 
ment that by reason of anything done under any of the adoptive Acts, or for any 
other exceptional reason, it is impracticable to deal with a detached part of a 
parish in manner required by the foregoing provisions of this section, those pro- 
visions shall not apply ; and further provided that : 

‘(b) The foregoing provisions of this section shall not apply to the hamlet 
of Knightsbridge.’ ” 
the next Lords Amendment, read a second time. 

DISCUSSION :— 
81 


Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) 81 Sir R. B. Finlay 


Lords Amendment agreed to. 
Subsequent Lords Amendments agreed to, with a consequential Amend- 


ment to the Bill. 


Military Works Bill—|Tuirp Reaprina.|—Order read, for resuming 
Adjourned Debate on Question [3rd July], “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Question again proposed. 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeen- The Under Secretary of State for 
ee Bs 82 War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 
Sir William Harcourt (Mon- Mr. Edmund Robertson... a 
mouthshire, W.)... oa Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, 
The Chancellor of the Ez- Ince) ... 


chequer (Sir M. Hicks- Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, 
Beach, Bristol, W.) — ... 877 Newport)... ‘se i 
Mr. Edmund Robertson Captain Sinclair (Forfarshire) ... 
(Dundee) ose a Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty)... 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, jin order 
to add the words, ‘ This House declines to proceed further with a Bill authoris- 
ing the expenditure of public money upon military works unless full details of 
the purposes for which this outlay is to be made are contained therein.’ ” 
(Captain Sinclair. ) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir John Colomb (Greut Mr. Wyndham ... 
Yarmouth) its ine Mr. Edmund Robertson . 
Mr. Wyndham _... “oe Sir James Fergusson (Manche ter, 
Sir John Colomh ... 102 N.E.)... 
Mr. Warner (Stafforshire, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton)... 
Lichfield) hs dus AO Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
Colonel Welby (Taunton)... 11 Dr. Clark (Caithness) oh 
Major Rasch (Esser, S.E.) 114 Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ... 
Mr. Duncombe (Cumberland, The First Eord of the Treasury 
Egremont) 115 (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
Sir H. Camplbell- Bannerman chester, BE.) ... Kh ath 
(Stirling Burghs) sxe, BANG Mr, Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 159 ; Noes, 64. (Division List, No. 225.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 159 ; Noes 64. (Division List, No. 226). 


Main Question put accordingly, “That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 





Ayes, 159; Noes, 53. (Division List, No. 227.) 


Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 


Metropolis Management Acts Amendment (Bye-Laws) Bill [Lords|— 
Considered in Committee, and — with Amendments ; as amended, 
to be considered upon Monday next . 


Baths and Washhouses Acts Amendment Bill—Considered in Committee, 
and reported ; as amended, to be considered upon Monday next 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before One of the clock. 
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LORDS: FRIDAY 7TH JULY 1899. 


SouDAN CAMPAIGN, 1896-7-8—VoTE OF THANKS TO THE Forces—The Lorp 
CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that he had received a letter from 
Major-General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, in return to the thanks of 
this House and to the Resolutions of the 8th of June last, communicated 
to him in obedience to an Order of this House on the said 8th of June. 
The said letter was read and ordered to be entered on the Journals 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been com- 
plied with : Newcastle- -upon-Tyne Tramways and Improvement ; and also 
the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with: Local Government Provisional Orders Wo. wai 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... 


Dublin Corporation Bill--A witness ordered to attend the Select Committee 


Darwen Corporation Bill—The Cuairman or ComMirtEEs informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn ; the Orders made on 
the 23rd of June and on Tuesday last discharged ; and Bill committed 


Goole Urban District Council Bill cries from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments a ate oa ale et be 


Blackpool Improvement Bill—keported, with Amendments 


Lowestoft Promenade Pier Bill—The Queen’s Consent signified ; and Bill 
reported, with Amendments ... : bee peer ; - 


Stockport Corporation Bill—The Cuairman or Commirrees informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn ek og 


Manchester Corporation (General Powers) Bill—The Cuairman oF 
CoMMITTEES informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was 


withdrawn ; the Orders made on the 8th of June and on Tuesday last 
discharged; and Bill committed mae ae 


Redditch Gas Bill Committee to meet on Tuesday next 


Millwall Dock Bill—Committed 


Stockport _—* Bill—Read a second time Ceerrne to Or en and 
committed ‘ sie 


Bradford Tramways and Improvement Bill—Read the second time 
[according to Order], and committed ; the Committee to be ee by 


the Committee of Selection 


Rochdale Canal Bill [Lords]; London and South-Western Railway 
Bill | Lords]|—Read the third time, and passed, and sent to the Commons 


West Gloucestershire Water Bill—-Read the third time, with the gop 


ment, —_ passed, and returned to the Commons ... ows 
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Milton Creek Conservancy Bill—Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ... ' ids we 


ae Lighting -in onal onal i. ad _ on —Returned from 


the Commons agreed to 


Central Electric Supply Bill ; Shirebrook and District Gas Bill, South 
Staffordshire Stipendiary Justice Bill; West Middlesex Water 


Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Church Stretton Water Bill [Lords]; St. Neots Water Bill [Lords] 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments ; the said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Liverpool Overhead mys Bill ll sords |—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments.. - a sap ie aS Sp: 


St. James’s and Pall Mall Electric Light Bill -Rcturned from the 
Commons with the Amendment agreed to, with an Amendment ; the said 
Amendment considered, and agreed to 


Dublin Corporation Bill—Message from the Commons giving leave to 
Thomas Wallace Russell, Esq. (a Member r), to attend the Se elect Committee 
[pursuant to message of yesterday | 


London and North-Western Railway (Additional Powers Bill) ; 
Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Derwent Valley Water Bill 
Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Monk Bretton be 
pr oposed to the House as a Member of the Select Committee on the said 
Bills in the place of the Lord Wandsworth ; read, and agreed to . 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill: Bradford Tramways and Im- 
provement Bill ; Leeds Corporation Bill—Report from the Committee 
of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form 
the Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bills; (viz.): E. 
Malmesbury, E. Craven, E. Egerton (Chairman), L. Bagot, L. Wandsworth. 
Agreed to ; and the : said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to 
meet on Tuesday next, at Eleven of the o’clock, and all petitions referred 
to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


V-ETURNS, REPORTS, dc. 


FISHERIES (SCOTLAND)—Seventeenth Annual Report of the pad Board for 
Scotland, being for the year 1898 ; Part III. , om ime 


ORDNANCE SURVEY—Report of the progress of the Ordnance Survey to the 
31st March, 1899 os is ie r~ Bs 


SHIPPING CASUALTIES —Abstract of the Returns made to the Board of Trade 
of shipping casualties which .occurred on or near the coasts, or in 
rivers and harbours, of the United Kingdom, from Ist July 1897 to 30th 
June 1898 ; and shipping casualties which occurred to British vessels else- 
where than on or near the coasts, or in rivers and harbours, of the United 
Kingdom, and to foreign vessels on or near the coasts, or in rivers or 
harbours, of British Possessions abroad, reported during the same period ; 
with Charts and Appendices ... ies aes “on jee ite sill 
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PusLic Recorps (WAR OFFIcrE)—Sixth Sehedule, containing a list and par- 
ticulars of classes of documents existing, or in ordinary course about to 
exist, in the office of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for the 
War "Department, which are not considered of sufficient public value to 
justify their preservation in the Public Record Office 


INDIA (INDIAN CURRENCY COMMITTEE, 1898)—Report of the Committee 
appointed to inquire into the Indian - ae sah 1898. Presented [by 
Command], and ordered to lie on the Table ss ae es 


SUPERANNUATION—Treasury Minute, dated 26th June 1899, declaring that 
for the due and efficient performance of the duties of second assistant to 
the Chief Crown Solicitor in Ireland, professional or other peculiar quali- 
fications not ordinarily to be acquired in the Civil Service, are requisite. 
eo before the House [pursuant to — and ordered to lie on the 

able ree aia rc xe aa 


( ) rf I. E: 7 T ONS. 


THE FINANCE Act, 1894—Questions, The Earl of Iddesleigh, and The Earl of 
Bradford ; Answe ers, The Lord Privy Seal (Viscount Cross) as 


Militia Ballot Bill [Lords|—A Bill to amend the law relating to the ballot 
for the Militia in England and Wales, presented by the Marquess of 
Lansdowne. 

Moved, “ That the Bill be now read the first time.”—(The Secretary of 
State for War.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Wemyss 1 
Lord Monkswell ... ccas, bt 


On Question, agreed to. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne 


Cro 
So Ct 


Bill read the first time accordingly, and to be printed. (No. 159.) 


Oysters Bill— Moved, That the Order of the 18th of May last, committing 

the Bill to a Committee of the Whole House, be discharged ; ; and that the 

3ill be referred to a Select Committee (Zhe Lord Hurris) ; ; agreed to, and 

ordered accordingly. The Lords following were named of the Com- 

mittee: —M. Abercorn (). Abercorn), L. Harris, L. Wenlock, L. Tweed- 

mouth, L. Heneage. The Committee to meet on Tuesday, the 18th 
instant, at Eleven of the clock, and to appoint their own Chairman 


London Government Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to, together with a consequential Amendment to the Bill ; 
Commons eyerceneuNs Amendment considered na ve and 
agreed to ? 

Elementary Education (Defective and a Epiep tic Children) Bill [1 ords] 


—Read the third time [according to Order}; Amendments made ; Bill 
passed, and sent to the Commons 


Summary Jurisdiction Act (1879) Amendment Bill — lead the third time 
[according to eis with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to 


the Commons.. 
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House adjourned at twenty minutes before Six of the clock. 
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COMMONS: FRIDAY, 7TH JULY 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON Law, &c.—Ordered, that the Standing Committee 
on Law, &c., have leave to sit this day during the sitting of the House.— 
(Sir James Fergusson.) ... 


PROVISIONAL ORDER Bits [Lords]—(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been com- 
plied with, viz. ;—Educational Department Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London) Bill [Lords]; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
{Lords|—Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time on Monday 
next fas - 


PrivaTE Brits [Lords|—(STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
NOT COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have not been complied with, viz. :—Portsmouth Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords]; Workington Corporation Bill {Lords ]|—Ordered, 
that the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders ... Ss 


Belfast Water Bill; Great Central Railway Bill; London, 
Chatham, and Dover Railway Bill ; Scunthorpe Urban 
District Gas and Water Bill—Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to is sa ye ioe in ne 

Great Yarmouth Pier Bill [Lords}—[Queen’s Consent signified |; read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments _ sl is ai 


All Saints’ Church (Cardiff) Bill {Lords}; Brighton Marine Palace 
and Pier Bill {Lords}; Great Grimsby Street aaa de 
Bill | Lords] As amended, considered ; to be read the third time ee 


Burgh Police (Scotland) Provisional Order Bill; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) prety words] ; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Order ina baad Bill das ae Read a second _— and com- 
mitted ; : 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order Qo. 20) Bill — ay without 
Amendment {Provisional Order confirmed | ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 


Private Bitts (Groupe L)—Sir WILLIAM HouLbpsworti reported from the 
Committee on Group L of Private Bills, that, for the convenience of the 
Committee, they had adjourned until Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock. Report to lie upon the Table me si 


PETITIONS. 
Board of —— Bill —Petition from Bradford, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table ye me es nie sats “si i 
GROUND RENTS iit BY LocAL AUTHORITIES)—Petition from Bradford, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ies ke on : is 
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Poor LAw AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1845—Petition from ee for 
alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table er een ve ; 


Regulation of Railways Bill—Petitions, in favour ; from Sab, and Nor- 
manton ; to lie upon the Table , ‘ 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday B Bill—Petition from Everton, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table : : 


2ETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


SHIPPING CASUALTIES (1897--8)—Copy presented, of Abstract of the Returns of 
Shipping Casualties which occurred on or near the Coasts, or in Rivers and 
Harbours, of the United Kingdom from the Ist July 1897, to 30th June 
1898 ; and of the Returns of Shipping Casualties to British Vessels else- 
where than on:or near the Coasts, or in Rivers and Harbours, of the 
United Kingdom, and to Foreign Vessels on or near the Coasts, or in 
Rivers and Harbours, of the British Possessions Abroad, &c., with Charts 
and Appendices [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


MASTERS, MATES, ENGINEERS (SUSPENSION, &c., OF CERTIFICATES)—Return 
presented,—relative thereto [ordered 19th May ; Mr. Gibson Bowles] ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 267.] Re $¢ 


ORDNANCE SURVEY—Copy presented,—of Report of the Progress of the Ordnance 
Survey to the 31st March, 1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Dogs REGULATION (IRELAND) Act, 1865—Accounts presented,—of the Receipts 
and Expenditure under the Act for the year 1898 bby ii to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. (No. 268.) ... ; 2 ihe 


Fines, &¢c. (IRELAND)—Copy presented,—of Abstract of Accounts of Fines 
accounted for by the Registrar of Petty Sessions Clerks for 1897 [by — 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 269.) Aa 


LocAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) Act, 1898—Copy presented,—of acini 
under the Local Government (Application of Enactments) Order, 1898, as 
to issue of County Stock [by Act]; to lie upon the Table... ; 


East INpIA (INDIAN CURRENCY COMMITTEE, 1898)—Copy presented,—of 
Report of the Committee appointed to inquire into the Indian Currency 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ‘“ 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS (CONTRACTS)—Return ordered, “ of all Contracts 
made in the United Kingdom for manufactured Articles by the several 
Government Departments, either with contractors outside the United 
Kingdom or with contractors or agents in the United Kingdom who obtain 
the Articles from Abroad (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 382, 
of Session 1897)—(Mr. Logan) ae iy a i 


Lanp Recistry—Return ordered, “of the work done in the Land Registry 
under the various Acts hereinafter mentioned, namely : 

1. Under the Land Transfer Act, 1875 (Lord Cairns’ Act) :—-(a) The 
number, value, and acreage (where known) of estates the titles to which 
were annually registered, on first registration, from the first day of 
January, 1895, to the 31st day of December, 1898, showing the number of 
estates registered with absolute, qualified, and possessory title, and lease- 
holds ; and also the number of estates registered under The Small Holdings 
Act, 1892 ; (b) The total number of separate titles on the register on the 
31st day of December, 1898, (i.) by first registration, (ii.) by sub-division 
of estates already registered, and (iii.) by transfer from the 1862 
register. 
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2. Under The Land Registry Act, 1862 (Lord Westbury’s Act) :— 
(a) The total number, value, and acreage (where known) of estates the 
titles to which were registered on first registration ; (1) The total number 
of separate titles on the register on the 31st day of December, 1898 (i.) by 
first registration, and (ii.) by sub-division of estates already registered ; 
(c) The total number of separate titles which had been removed from the 
register on the 31st day of December, 1898, otherwise than by transfer to 
the 1875 register. 


3. Under both the Acts of 1875 and 1862 :—(«) The total number of 
separate titles on the register on the 31st day of December, 1898 ; (4) The 
total number of transactions annually registered from the Ist day of 
January, 1895, to the 31st day of December, 1898, showing the numbers 
of (i.) first registrations under the Act of 1875, (ii.) conveyances, transfers, 
and transmissions of land, (iii.) mortgages, charges, further charges, and 
transfers of mortgages and charges, (iv.) reconveyances of mortgages and 
cessation of charges, (v.) leases and surrenders of leases, (vi.) miscellaneous. 


4, Under the Mortgage Debenture Acts, 1865 and 1870, and the Im- 
provement of Land Act, 1864 :—-A statement, so far as may be practicable, 
of the nature and amount of the work done under these Acts from the 
Ist day of January, 1895, to the 31st day of December, 1898. 


5. Under the Land Charges Registration and Searches Act, 1888 : 
The number of registrations, official searches, and ordinary searches 
annually made from the Ist day of January, 1895, to the 31st day of 
December, 1898. 


6. Under the Middlesex Registry Act, 1708, and the Land Registry 
(Middlesex Deeds) Act, 1891 :—The number of registrations and searches 
annually made from the Ist day of January, 1895, to the 31st day of 
December, 1898. 


And showing the amount of fees received each year, and the amount of 
salaries and expenses each year in the Land Registry from the 1st day of 
April, 1895, to the 31st day of March, 1899, distinguishing with respect 
to the periods since the Land Transfer Act, 1897, came into operation, 
for the purposes of Section 22 of that Act, the fees received and salaries 
and expenses paid under the Land Transfer Acts, and the other Acts above 
referred to (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 463, of Session 


1895). e (Mr. H. E. Greene.) 


MESSAGE EROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to: Education of Children 
Bill, without Amendment ; Aire and Calder Navigation Bill; Midland 
Railway Bill; Leith Harbour and Docks Bill, with Amendments. That 
they have agreed to: Amendments to—Cobham Gas Bill [Lords]; Stret- 
ford Gas Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to make new provisions 
with regard to the constitution, and to change the name of the company of 
proprietors of the Rochdale Canal; to fix and regulate the capital and 
borrowing powers of the company ; to amend the Acts relating to and 
confer further powers on the company ; and for other purposes.” {Roch- 


dale Canal Bill [Lords]. 


And, also, a Bill intituled, “An Act to confer further powers upon the 
London and South-Western Railway Company, to authorise them to 
execute further works, to acquire additional lands, and to raise further 
money ; and for other purposes.” [London and South-Western Railway 


Bill [Lords] ... =n pes ‘ive vie ve aie see or 
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Rochdale Canal Bill [Lords] ; London and South-Western Railway Bill 


[ Lords]—Read the first time, and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


SELECTION (STANDING ComMITTEES)—Mr. HaAtsey reported from the Com- 
mittee cf Selection ; that they had discharged the following Members from 
the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Pro- 
cedure :—Mr. Evelyn Cecil, Mr. William Jones, Mr. Arthur Morton, Sir 
Albert Roliit, and Mr. Talbot ; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. 
Butcher, Sir George Fardell, Mr. Gedge, Mr. Mount, and Captain 
Norton ... ane : ‘ wee a 


Mr. HALsey further reported from the Committee ; that they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Pro- 
cedure, the following fifteen Members in respect of the Improvement. of 
Land Bill:—Commander Bethell, Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Channing, Dr. 
Clark, Mr. Colston, Mr. Wingfield-Digby, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Gold, 
Mr. Seale-Hayne, Mr. Jeffreys, Mr. Heywood Johnstone, Colonel Kenyon- 
Slaney, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Mr. Walter Long, and Major Rasch ... 


Mr. HAtsey further reported from the Committee ; that they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the Standing Committee on Trade 
(including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping; and Manufactures :—Mr. 
Galloway and Mr. Gedge; and had appointed in substitution: Sir 
Edward Hill and Sir James Rankin ... 


Mr. HAtsey further reported from the Committee ; that they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures, the following fifteen Members in respect of 
the Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) Bill :—Mr. Archdale, 
Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland, Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. J. H. M. Camp- 
bell, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Doogan, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Mr. Flynn, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster, Mr. Molloy, Mr. Arthur Moore, Mr. William Moore, Mr. 
O’Neill, Mr. John Redmond, and Colonel Saunderson. Reports to lie 
upon the Table... sa ae es 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S PANEL)—Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR 
reported from the Chairmen’s Panel: That they had appointed Lord Ed- 
mond Fitzmaurice to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the 
consideration of Bills relating to Trade (including Agriculture and Fish- 
ing), Shipping, and Manufactures, in place of Mr. John Edward Ellis, in 
respect of the Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) Bill ; and 
that they had appointed Sir James Fergusson to act as Chairman of the 
Standing Committee for the consideration of Bills relating to Law and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure, in respect of the Improvement of 
Land Bill. Report to lie upon the Table 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) [SALARIES, &c.]— 
Committee to consider of authorising the payment, out of moneys to be 
provided by Parliament, of any salaries, remuneration and expenses that 
may become payable under any Act of the present Session for establishing 
a Department of Agriculture and other Industries and Technical Instrue- 
tion in Ireland |Queen’s Recommendation signified |, upon Monday next.— 


(Mr. Gerald Lulfour.) ... 


Cottage Homes Bill—Reported, without Amendment, from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Second Special Report and Minutes of Evidence, Report and 
Special Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 271.) 
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SouTHAM VACCINATION PROSECUTION—Question, Mr. Logan (Leicestershire, 
Harborough); Answer, The President of the Local Government Board 
(Mr. Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 


Poor LAw TEACHERS—Question, Mr. William Jones (Carnarvon, Arfon) ; 
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L inclonshire, Sleaford) as rn wae 
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DUNDALK POSTMASTERSHIP—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.); 
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The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ... 


ScorrisH CONGESTED Districts—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


IRISH BANKR UpTCY PROCEDURE — Question, Mr. Carew (Dublin, College 
Green) ; Answer, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Lon- 
piety 8 Der 


Unster Assizes — Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answer, The 
Solicitor-General for Ireland (Mr. Dunbar Barton, Armagh, Mid) xe 


IntsH INDUSTRIAL ScHooLts — Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; 
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River Barrow DRrAINAGE— Question, Dr. MacDonnell (Queen’s County, 
Leix) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) 7“ al ake bay ee ae ees sit es 


IrtsH Lunacy GrANT—Question, Mr. T. M, Healy (Louth, N.); Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Irish TrTHE RENT-CRARGE—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, FE.) ; Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... es 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. Labouchere (Northampton), and Commander Bethell 
(Yorkshire, E. R., Holderness) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... _ 


BUSINESS OF THE HovusE—Questions, Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, Bridge- 
ton), Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), Admiral Field (Sussex, Eastbourne), Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty), Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland), and 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answers, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) nae ws ee = 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Board of Education Bill [Lords|—Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Law, etc. Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. (No. 270.) Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing 
Committee, to be printed. (No. 270.) Bill as amended in the Standing 
Committee, to be taken into consideration upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. (Bill 265.) ... sin mr i _ exe 


SUPPLY—{AppITIONAL Days.|—Ordered, that three additional days be 
allotted to the Business of Supply.—(Mr. Balfour.)... 


SUPPLY (18TH ALLotrep Day)—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
CiviL SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1899-1900. 


Crass III. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£39,232, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course »f payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1900, for the Salaries of the Law 
Officers’ Department ; the Salaries and Expenses of the Department of the 
Solicitor for the Affairs of Her Majesty’s Treasury, Queen’s Proctor, and 
Director of Public Prosecutions ; the costs of prosecutions, of other legal 
proceedings, and of Parliamentary agency.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Item A be reduced by £455, in respect of the allowance for Personal 
Clerks.” —(Mr. Weir.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 189 The WSolicitor-General (Sir si. 
Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Lough a ae woo Mr, Weir me Sse sco, 192 
Sir R. B. Finlay a irae |) 7: 


Question put, and agreed to. 
2. £13,200, to complete the sum for Miscellaneous Legal Expenses. 
3. £206,527, to complete the sum for Supreme Court of Judicature. 


4. £16,742, to complete the sum for Land Registry. 
5, £29,714, to complete the sum for County Courts. 
DISCUSSION :— 
*, Charles Dilke (Gloucester, Dr. Clark (Caithness-shire) sine 
Forest of Dean) .. ; 193 Sir Rk. B. Finlay re <vn. EGS 
The Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury ¥( Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) .. 193 


Vote agreed to. 
men to complete the sum for Police, England and Wales. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum not exceeding 
earn 5,168 be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Char urge which will come in course of payment during the year 


ending on the 3ist day of March, 1900, for the Expenses of the Prisons in 
England, Wales, and the Colonies.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £410,161, be granted for the said Service.” — 
(Sir Charles Cameron.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EB.) ... 198 Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, 


Thé Secretary of State for Bridgeton) .. a. 2Ol 
the Home Department (Sir Mr. Lloyd Morgan (( ‘armarthe n, 
M. White Ridley, Lan- ot ee it - ..- 202 
cashire, Blackpool) 3 499 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 76; Noes, 212. (Division List, No. 228.) 
Original Question again proposed. . 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Lough.. sss 206 Major-General Goldsworthy (Ham- 
Mr. Davitt ( Mayo, Ss. «as mersmith) —.. ae «» 208 
Sir M. White Ridley... «<3 1200 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £415,061, be granted for the said Service.” — 
(Dr. Clark.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Viscount Cranborne (Roches- Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeen, IV.) 210 
ter) sa - ... 210 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed, 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


XXVi 
July 7.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Flower sient WV. a 2 
Mr. Lough ... 2 
Sir M. White Ridley 





Mr. Davitt se 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.) 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


8. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£124,195, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the Expense of the Mainten- 
ance of Juvenile Offenders in Reformatory, Industrial, and Day Industrial 
Schools in Great Britain, and of the Inspectors of Reformatories.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That a sum, not exceeding £123,695, be granted for the said Service.” 
(Sir Charles Cameron.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Captain Sinclair (Forfarshire) 216 Sir Charles Cameron 
Sir M. White Ridley + 216 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Admiral Field — East- Sir M. White Ridley 


bour ne) 


bo 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


9, £21,942, to complete the sum for Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic 
Asylum ; Resolutions to be reported. 


Cuiass IL. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£96,868, be granted to Her Majesty to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1900, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Office of Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home 
Department and Subordinate Offices.” 

Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary of the 


Secretary of State.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Siuart Wortley (Sheffield, Sir Fortescue Flannery ( York- 
Hallam)... 225 shire, Shipley) 

Mr. L. &. Holland (Tower . Mr. Flower : 4" ea 
Hamleis, Bow) ... . 226 Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, 

Captuin Norton (Newing- Ince) .. 
ton, W.)... me ... 230 Mr. Tennant (Berwiel shire) 


Captain Greville (Brad- 
Jord, E.) ree soe. 234 





219 
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238 
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Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present ; House 
counted, and, forty Members being found present— 


Mr. Tennant as ... 238 Mr. Coghill 

Mr. Drage (Derby) “sooo Mr. John Burns 

Mr. Tennant oe ... 239 Sir M. White Ridley 

Mr. Coghill (Stoke on-Trent) 242 Mr. Asquith 

Sir Walter Foster (Derby, Mr. Tennant... 
Ilkeston) ¢ ... 244 Sir M. White Ridley 


Mr. Drage ... as Bs 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 


24 

248 Mr. John Burns... 

25 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 35 ; Noes, 115. (Division List, No. 229.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Carvell Williams (Notts, Mansfield) ... 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee alse report 
Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


House adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock, 





LORDS: MONDAY, 10TH JULY 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the certificate from the Examiners 
that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been com- 
plied with: Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 17); and the 
certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with : Harrow and Uxbridge Railway ; the same were 
ordered to lie on the Table 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest 
Railway (No. 2) Bill ought to be dispensed with and the Bill allowed to 
proceed, provided that the agreement between the London, Walthamstow, 
and Epping Forest Railway Company and the Midland Railway Company 
contained in the Third Schedule to the Bill shall be of no validity until the 
publication in the London Gazette of a certificate by two justices that the 
said agreement has been approved by a general meeting of the share- 
holders of the Midland Railway Company held in the month of August, 
1899, in accordance with Standing Order 64. Read, and agreed to 





Gateshead and District Tramways Bill—Committee to meet To-morrow 


Sheffield Corporation Markets Bill; Millwall Dock Bill; Stockport 
Corporation Bill—Committec to meet on Thursday next ce an 


Xxvii 








Page 


269 


bo 
=I 
ae) 








XX Vili TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 10.] Page 
Derby Corporation Tramways Bill—Committee to meet on Friday next... 274 


London and North-Western Railway (Additional Powers) Bill; 
Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway Bill—The CHAIRMAN oF 
CoMMITTEES informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was 


withdrawn. The Orders made on the 27th June and on Tuesday last 
discharged ; and Bills committed... weds es ss Py -. 214 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—The CHAIRMAN or 
COMMITTEES informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was with- 
drawn ; the Orders made on Monday and Friday last discharged ; and Bill 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House _... ee he er ee 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill-—The Queen’s Consent signified ; 
and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments ... on 4 


London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway (Various Powers) Bill 
The Queen’s Consent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments... ee es ae a ue sas, OTE 


Dublin Corporation Bill ; Dublin Corporation (Markets) Bill—Leave 


given to the Select Committee to adjourn over To-morrow .. 244 


Ionian Bank Bill-—lead the third time, and passed... bes ms -. 294 


Ayr Burgh Bill—ftead the third time, with the Amendments, and_ passed, 


and returned to the Commons Ve fe HA. nas a ss = DT 


South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Companies 
Bill—Read the third time, with the Amendments ; further Amendments 
made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons ... Sos a .. 274 


Belfast Water Biil: Great Central Railway Bill; London, Chatham 
and Dover Railway Bill: Nottingham Corporation Bill; Scun- 
thorpe Urban District Gas and Water Bill; Taff Vale Railway 


Biil—-Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to... 275 


Inverness Harbour Bill {Lords|—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment made by the Lords to the Amendments made by the Commons 


agreed to 275 
Transvaal yey Loan and Finance wpeny | Bill | Lords} 
Returned from the Commons agreed to oe ae. omy 


Great Yarmouth Pier Bill | Lords|—Returned from the Commons agreed to 275 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill—Committed : The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection nits dics ou, wee 


Local rbd ng Provisional Orders — “ Bill—House to be in Com- 
mittee ‘To-morrow ee: ; : ik eae 2D 


Military Lands Provisional Order Bill—House to be in Committee To- 
morrow, and Standing Orders Nos. XX XIX. and XLV. to be considered in 


order to their being dispensed with . a ; we SEB 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 20) Bill—Brought from the 
Commons ; read the first time; to be printed, and referred to the Ex- 
aminers. (No. 160.)... Age es si = i ee ow «248 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


LocaL TAXATION (SCOTLAND)—Return showing the total payments into and 
out of the Local Taxation (Scotland) Account for the financial year 
1898-99... ae = ate 


Intsh LAND Commission (JupIciIAL Rents)—Return for the month of 
December, 1898 


TRADE Reports (1899) ANNUAL SERIES—No. 2312. Germany (Frankfort-on- 
Maine; No. 2313. Santo Domingo; No. 2314. United States (Boston 
and District). Presented {by Command], and ordered to lie on the 
Table 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) Act, 1898——-Regulations under the Local 
Government (Application of Enactments) Order, 1898, as to issue of 
county stock 


Fines, Erc, (IRELAND)—Abstract of accounts of fines accounted for by the 
Registrar of Petty Sessions Clerks for the year 1897 


Dogs REGULATION (IRELAND) Act, 1865—Account of receipts and expenditure 
under the Act, for 1898 a ‘ ee het 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884—Treasury Minute, dated 3rd July, 1899, 
declaring that Mr. Henry Gwilliam, artificer, Royal Small Arms Factory, 
War Office, was appointed without a Civil Service certificate, through 
inadvertence on the part of the head of his Department. Laid before the 
House [pursuant to Act], and ordered to lie on the Table 


Commons and Open Spaces Bill { Lords|—House in Committee [according 
to Order. | 


Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 1, line 20, to leave out ‘ forty days,’ and insert ‘ three inonths.’ ”— 
(Viscount Cross.) 


On Question, “That the words ‘forty days’ stand part of the clause,” 
resolved in the negative. 


On Question, “That the words ‘ three months’ be here inserted, 
agreed to. 


Amendment moved—After line 12, to insert the following proviso : 

* Provided, that if, at any time before the Board have approved of the 
scheme, they receive a written notice of dissent either—(7) from the person 
entitled, as lord of the manor or otherwise, to the soil of the common ; or 
(4) from persons representing at least one-third in value of such interests 
in the common as are affected by the scheme; and such notice is not subse- 
quently withdrawn, the Board shall not proceed in the matter.’—( Viscount 
Cross.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Burghelere ... a The Marquess of Ripon... 
Viscount Cross a waict RO Viscount Cross 
The Earl of Camperdown ... 279 Lord Spencer 
Lord Davey fs ..» 280 Lord Thring 
Lord Libblesdale ... rege ict | 


On Question, “ That these words be here inserted,” agreed to. 
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Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 3, agreed to. 


Clause 4 :— 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 2, to leave out Clause 4.”—( Viscount Cross.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of aed os: Se Lord Davey a 
Viscount Cross 284 


Page 


284 


On Question, “That Clause 4 stand part of the Bill,” resolved in the 


negative. 
Clause 5 :— 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 2, line 34, after ‘ powers’ to insert ‘of management. 


Lord Davey cee soe cee eee eee eee 
On Question, “That these words be here inserted,” agreed to. 
Clauses 6 and 7 agreed to. 


Clause 8 :— 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 3, to leave out Clause 8.”—( Viscount Cross.) 


Lord Davey ine es bee sits ee: bee 


° __( Viscount Cross.) 


ee sca ZOO 


On Question, “That Clause 8 stand part of the Bill,” resolved in the 


negative. 


Clause 9, amended, and agreed to. 


Clause 10 :— 


Viscount Cross ie ee at 


Question, 
the negative. 


Clauses 11, 12, and 13 agreed to. 
’ ’ D 


Clause 14: 


Amendment moved— 


286 


“That Clause 10 stand part of the Bill,” resolved in 


“Tn page 4, to leave out from ‘shall’ in line 14, to ‘case’ in line 17.”—(Vis- 


count Cross.) 


The Earl of Kimberley... “te sie eee — 


On Question, “That these words stand part of the clause, 


the negative. 


Clause 14, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 15 agreed to. 


” resolved in 
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Clause 16 :-— 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 4, line 32, after ‘ This’ to insert ‘ Part of this’; and to leave out 
from ‘apply’ in line 32, to the end of the clause, and insert ‘to the council of a 
county borough in like manner as if that council were the council of an urban 
district.’ ”—( Viscount Cross. ) 


On Question, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause,” resolved in the negative. 


On Question, “That the words proposed to be inserted stand part of the 
clause,” agreed to. 


Clause 16, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 17, amended, and agreed to. 
Clause 18, amended, and agreed to. 
Clause 19 :— 
) Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 5, to leave out Clause 19.” —( Viscount Cross.) 
DISCUSSION : 
Lord Davey ov a3 DO Viscount Cross... or i+ 280 
On Question, “ That Clause 19 stand part of the Bill,” resolved in the 
negative. 
Clause 20, amended, and agreed to. 
Clause 21:— 


Amendment moved— 

** After Sub-section (3) to insert new sub-section : ‘ All the powers exercisable 
by the London County Council and other local authorities under the Open 
Spaces Acts, 1877 to 1890, may also be exercisable by the county of any admini- 
strative county, and any expenses incurred by a county council under the said 
Acts shall be defrayed as expenses incurred under the Local Government Act, 
1888.’ ”—(Lord Teynham.) 

DISCUSSION :— 
Viscount Cross... .. 288 Lord Burghelere... sin as 
On Question, “ That this sub-section be here inserted,” agreed to. 
Clause 21, as amended, agreed to. 
Remaining clauses agreed to. 
Billl re-committed to the Standing Committee, and to be printed, as 
amended. (No. 161.) 
Marriages Validity (No. 2) Bill |Lords]|—Srconp Reapinc—Order of the 
Day for the Second Reading read. 
Moved, “That the Bill be read the second time.”—(Lord Macnaghten.) 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) — ... ay as 3 20 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read the second time [according to Order]; and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 155; Noes, 251. (Division List, No, 230.) - 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘ rent-charge,’ to insert the words, ‘ derived 
from agricultural land.’”—(Mr. Nussey.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. [ong ... as soo «OED Mr. Logan 378 

Mr. McKenna : xe ED Mr, Stuart (Shoreditel, Hucton 378 

Mr. Harwood a sa) NG Mr. Lloyd-George 379 

Mr. Samuel Evans... se ONG Mr. Perks ie in Tee 
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Mr. Lewis ... ee ee eee Mr. Maddison ro Bright 
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Mr. J. H. Roberts ... ok: (Oe 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 98 ; Noes, 181. (Division List, No. 251.) 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘rent-charge,’ to insert the words, ‘ which 
had no addition at the time of commutation as an equivalent of rates and 
taxes.’”—(Mr. Lambert.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted,” 


DISCUSSION :— 
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Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 151; Noes, 264. (Division List, No. 
232.) 

Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 1, line 5, to leave out the words ‘attached to,’ and insert the words, 
‘not severed from.’ ”—(Mr. D, A. Thomas.) 

Question proposed, “That the words ‘attached to’ stand part of the 
clause.” 

DISCUSSION :— 
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Question put accordingly, “That the words ‘attached to’ stand part of the 
clause.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 243; Noes, 134. (Division List, No. 
234.) 
78 ; 
78 It being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
79 to the House. 
380 
380 Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 
380 AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) [SALARIES, &c. ]|—Con- 
sidered in Committee. 
Motion moved, and Question proposed— 
“That it is expedient to authorise the payment out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament of a salary not exceeding £1,200, together with a residen- 
tial allowance not exceeding £150, to the Vice-President of the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland, and of the salaries and 
remuneration to the secretary, assistant-secretaries, inspectors, officers, and 
servants of the Department, and of all expenses incurred by the Department, in 
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Gerald Balfour.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
196 Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) ... 423 The Chief Secretary for Ireland 
196 (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
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27 Question put, and agreed to. 
99 
01 Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 
}O2 
}O2 Metropolis Management Acts Amendment (Bye-laws) Bill [Lords]— As 
amended, considered ; read the third time, and passed, with Amendments. 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders Bill—Moved that the Order of the 
9th March last, “That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday 
the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now 
read the second time ; agr eed to. sill read the second time accordingly, 
and committed. The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection ae —_ £3 ssh ise _ igs vem 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill— Moved, That the Order of the 9th 
March last, “ That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill brought from 
the House of Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday, the 
27th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bills be now 
read the second time ; agreed to. Bills read the second time accordingly, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next ... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill— Moved, That the 
Order of the 9th March last, “That no Provisional Order Confirmation 
3ill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after 
Tuesday the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill 
be now read the second time; agreed to. Bill read the second time 
accordingly, and committed. The Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection : . 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill—leport from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the five Lords appointed aSelect Committee on 
the Leeds Corporation Bill do form the Select Committee for the consi- 
deration of the London County Council (General Powers) Bill ; read, and 
agreed to; all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bill to be heard as 
desired, as also counsel for the Bill 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


Army (VOLUNTEER MEDICAL Starr Corps)—Draft efficiency certificate for 
the Volunteer Medical Staff Corps . 


WELLINGTON COLLEGE—Keport of the Governors for the year ending 31st 
December, 1898 ; with Accounts 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND)—Agricultural Statistics of Ireland, 
with detailed Report, for the year 1898 


TRADE Reports—Miscellaneous Series, No. 507. Coal mining in the State of 
Illinois, for the year 1898 


SrerrA LEONE—Report by Her Majesty’s Commissioner and correspondence on 
the subject of the insurrection in the Sierra Leone Protectorate, 1898, 
presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table... 


CouNTY OFFICERS AND Courts (IRELAND) Act, 1877—Account of receipts 
under the Act, and payments under Section 25 thereof, during the year 
ended 3lst March, 1899 


ConciiJATION (TRADE DispuTEs) Act, 1896—Second Report of the Board of 
Trade of proceedings under the Conciliation (Trade disputes) Act, 1896. 
Laid before the House [pursuant to Act], and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITIONS. 


Seats for Shop Assistants (England and Ireland) Bill—Petition in 
favour of ; of Meeting of Women in the Jerusalem Chamber, Westminster : 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


STANDING ComMITTEE—Report from the Committee of Selection for the Stand- 
ing Committee, that the Committee have added the Lord Brampton to the 
Standing Committee ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 
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Metropolis Management Acts Amendment (Bye Laws) Bill [Lords|-- 


Returned from the Commons, with Amendments ; the said Amendments 
to be printed. (No. 162) 


Gordon Memorial College at Khartoum Bill [Lords] A Bill to give 
powers to the Executive Committee of the Gordon Memorial College at 
Khartoum to invest trust funds in certain securities—was presented by 
the Lord Chancellor ; read the first time ; and to be printed. (No. 163.) 


QUESTIONS. 
TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS—Questions, The Earl of Camperdown and Earl Spencer ; 
Answers, The Under Secret asec of State for the Colonies (The Earl of Sel- 
borne) ... st Bn ane pss ie iN Oe Mp 


Seats for Shop Assistants (England and Ireland) Bill—Srconp Reap- 
iNG—Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved— 
“That the Bill be read the second time.” — (The Duke of Westminster.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Lord Shand . 436 Earl Carrington 

The Lord Bishop “of Wi in- The Earl of Portomouth.. 
chester... . 443 The Lord Bishop of Ripon 

The Prime Minister and The Earl of cgremauae ate 
Secretary of State jor Lord Kelvin ae 
Foreign Affairs (The Mar- The Eurl of Hardui: ke. oe 
Hess of Salisbury) io eT 


On Question, “ Whether the Bill be now read the second time,” their Lord- 
ships divided :—Contents, 73 ; Not-Contents, 28. 


Bill read the second time accordingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Thursday next. 


Marriages Validity (No. 2) Bill [Lords]—House in Committee [according to 


Order] ; Bill reported without Amendment ; and re-committed to the 
Standing Committee 


Youthful Offenders Bill | Lords|—Read the third time [according to Order] ; 
Amendments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons ; > 


House adjourned at Seven of the clock, 





COMMONS: TUESDAY, lita JULY 1899. 


Private Britis {Lords]|—(STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WITH)—(Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading there- 
of, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and w hich are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—London and South- 
Western Railway Bill [Lords]; Rochdale Canal Bill ang —Ordered, 
That the Bills be read a second time ' ve _ 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs [Lords]|—(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERE- 
TO CoMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upor the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been com- 
plied with, viz. :—Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill 
{Lords}. Ordered, that the Biil be read a second time To-morrow 


Aire and Calder Navigation Bill; Midland Railway Bill—Lords 
Amendments considered, and agreed to re sas “as eet vr 


All Saints’ Church (Cardiff) Bill [Lords] ; Great Grimsby Street Tram- 
ways Bill [Lords|—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Fylde Water Board _ ean, [by Order]—Read a second time, and 
committed : sis we sep de cas sis 

STANDING OrpDERS—Resolutions reported from the Committee: 1. “That in 
the case of the Portsmouth Corporation Bill [Lords], the Sates Orders 
ought to be dispensed with : That the parties he permitted to proceed with 
their Bill.” 2. “That, in case of the Workington Corporation Bill 
[Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed ‘with: That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” Resolutions agreed to... 


Sunderland Corporation Bill [Lords]|—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed aa ‘as ie 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps-——That they have agreed to—Military Lands Pro- 
visional Order Bill; Ionian Bank Bill ; without Amendment. Ayr Burgh 
Bill ; South- Eastern and London, Chatham and Dover Railway Companies 
Bill; with Amendments. Amendments to—Great Yarmouth Pier Bill 
[Lords]; without Amendment 


PETITIONS. 


GrounD Rents (TAXATION By LocaL AuTHORITIES)—Petition from Barnet, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table i fi i - sd 


Money- aii Bill—Petition from nee against ; to lie upon the 
Table . a 8 es wes 


Sale of Food and | Drugs Bill—Petition from Dundee, against; to lie 
upon the Table : aie - 9 bel 


Sale of Intoxicating ‘eee: on Sunday oe from Lye, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table : “a ed 


tETURNS, REPORTS, 


NATIONAL PorTRAIT GALLERY (Cor RESPONDENCE)—Return [presented 10th 
July] to be printed. (No. 273.) ae me a . 


County OFFICERS AND Courts (IRELAND) Act 1877—Account presented 
of the Receipts and Payments under the Act during the year ended the 
31st March, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 274.) as a a ie 6 fem ve oe 

ConcILIATION ACT, 1896—Copy presented, of Second Report by the Board 


of Trade of Proceedings under the Conciliation Act, 1896 [by Act] ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 275.) se 
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SIERRA LEONE—Copy presented, of Report of Her Majesty’s Commissioner, 
and correspondence on the subject of the Insurrection in the Sierra Leone 
Protectorate, 1898 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... 


Army (VOLUNTEERS)—Copy presented, of proposed Amendment of the Scheme 
relative to the efficiency of Volunteers under Her Majesty's Orders in 
Council, dated 31st July, 1880, 14th Aobril, 1884, ete. ; Draft Efficiency 
Certificate for the Volunteer Medical Staff Corps [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table si _ ; fa ‘ ie aa 


WELLINGTON COLLEGE—Copy siciinite of hina of the Governors of 
Wellington College for the year ending 3lst December, 1898, with 
Accounts | by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND)— Copy presented,—of Agricultural 
Statistics of Ireland, with detailed Report on Agriculture, for the year 
1898 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUSSERIES)—Copy presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 507 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES)— Mr. HALSEY reported from the Committee 
of Selection that they had discharged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure : 
Mr. Gold ; and had appointed in substitution Mr. Lambert. Mr. HALSEY 
further reported from the Committee that they had discharged the 
following Member from the Standing Committee on Trade agg | 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures: Mr. Ramp ; and 
had appointed in substitution Mr. Goulding. Mr, HAtsry further re- 
ported from the Committee that they had added to the Standing Committee 
on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping and Manufactures, 
the following Member: Mr. Galloway. Reports to lie upon the Table 


University or Lonpon Acr (1898) AMENDMENT—Bill to amend the 
University of London Act, 1898, with respect to Holloway College, 
Ordered to be brought in by Sir John ee Mr. Balfour, and Mr. 
Attorney-General 


University of London Act (1898) Amendment Bill—‘To amend the 
University of London Act, 1898, with respect to Holloway College,” pre- 
sented accordingly, and read the first time ; to read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. (Bill 267) 


QUESTIONS. 


Boys IN THE Roya, MArtNes—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George's, 
Hanover Square) 


DERELICTS IN THE ATLANTIC—Question, Mr. Macdona (Southwark, Rother- 
hithe); Answer, The First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square) 


CONDEMNED NAVAL Srores—Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.), Captain 
Donelan (Cork, E.), and Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.); Answers, The 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) ... : 


ADMIRALTY CONTRACTS—Question, Mr. Morris (Kilkenny, 8.) ; Answer, The 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) ... ba 
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TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS—MImiTARY PREPARATIONS—Question, Mr. Buchanan 
(Aberdeenshire, E.); Answer, The Under Sccretary of State for War 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) sah - aes we she is .. 467 


THE ExpanpiInG BuLLET—Question, Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8.); Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover), sh ... 468 


STRAW SUPPLIES FOR ALDERSHOT—Questions, Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, 
Louth), and Captain Donelan (Cork, E.); Answers, The Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office (Mr. J. Powell-Williams, Birmingham, 5.)... .. 468 


BENGAL ADVOCATE-GENERAL—(Question, Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, 8. W.); 
Answer, The Secretary of State for ‘India (Lord George Hamilton, Middle- 


Sex, Ealing) 469 
INDIAN CuRRENCY-—Question, Mr. J. M. Maclean (Cardiff); Answer, The 

Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlese X, 

Kaling) ... “es — te Jan “ti “is ube aes ... 470 
Tue WAIMA DisasteR—Questions, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest 

of Dean), and Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) ;-Answers, The Financial 

Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston)... ate we ... 470 


CANCER—LABORATORY AT BurraLo, U.S.A.—PRoposED RoYAL COMMISSION 
—Question, Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, Bridgeton) ; Answers, The 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon), and The 
Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. T. W. Russell, Tyrone, 8.) 471 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS—Questions, Mr. Lambert (Devon, South Molton), Mr. 
Davitt (Mayo, 8.), Mr. J. E. Ellis (Nottingham, Rushcliffe), and Sir Henry 
Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs); Answers, The Secretary of State 
for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ... oe s«. S02 


RAILWAY TIME TABLES—Question, Mr. J. E. Ellis (Nottingham, Rushcliffe) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 475 


INSPECTORS OF RAILWAYS—Question, Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Brightside) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 475 


Titne ReNt-CHARGE (RATES) BrLt—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Long 
Liverpool, West Derby) : pe sas 


Oren Ain PREACHING AT CutePING CAMPDEN—Questions, Mr. Perks (Lin- 
colnshire, Louth), and Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ; Answers, 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department M. White Ridley, 
Lancashire, Blackpool) ; a is ee pee 


PortsLADE Urban District Councit—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derby- 
shire, Ilkeston); Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board 
(Mr. T. W. Russell, Tyrone, 8.) ... os er - _ we ATT 


STATIONERY OFFICE CONTRACTS—“THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES’—Question, 
Mr. Woods (Essex, Walthamstow) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury( Mr. Hanbury, Preston) eb a Pe +“ cin 


LiverrooL ExcHANnce Post Orrick —Question, Mr. Stock (Liverpool, 
Walton) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) a KC ae es ey as ae vel Hew (ES 
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Irish GLEBE LoANs—Question, Mr. M‘Ghee (Louth, S.); Answer, The 
’ > I 


Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


INSANITARY Post OFFICE BUILDINGS IN E.C. District, LoNDON—Question, 
Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Brightside) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) me bs a6 


TELEGRAPH OFFICES IN ScotrisH CoNGESTED Districts—Question, Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (rr. A. Graham 
Murray, Buteshire) _ 


PoRTNAGURAN HARBOUR—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ... ' 


ScoTTisH FIsHERY CRUISERs—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Crom: uty) 5 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr, A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


3EE-KEEPING IN Ross-SHIRE—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 





PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Brtt—Question, Dr. Farqu- 
harson (Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham 
Murray, Buteshire) ‘ a a is isi 


STRABANE TOWN CoOMMISSIONERS—Questions, Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.), 
and Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8.); Answers, The Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central)... 


IrisH DispENSARY Doctors’ HoLipAys—Question, Mr. Young (Cavan, E.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) ion a 


WickLow ScHooL ATTENDANCE COMMITTEE—Question, Mr. James O'Connor 
(Wicklow, W.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) ane a dale bee dan ie 


WickLtow HArsour Loans—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) ‘sin a ene ss és es wi 

BUSINESS OF THE HousE—ScoTTIsH SuppLy—Questions, Mr. Buchanan (Aber- 
deenshire, E.), Mr. J. P. Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick), and Sir C. Cameron 


(Glasgow, Bridgeton); Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) : 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
Tithe Rent-Charge (Rates) Bill—Considered in Committee. 
Clause 1 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘ benefice,’ to*insert the words, ‘to which 
such owner may be presented after the passing of this Act,’—(Mr. Samuel 


Evans.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
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DISCUSSION :—— 


The President of the Board Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) ... oe 
of Agriculture (Mr, Long, Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prest- 
Liverpool, West Derby)... 486 wich) ... ee 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman Mr. J. H. Roberts (De nigh shire, 
(Stirling Burghs) ats) CACM W.) ‘ : 

Mr. Nussey (Pontefract) ... 489 Mr. Billson (Halifax) ie 

Mr. Gibson Bowles — Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, Lich- 
Regis). 489 field) ... ih ga YS 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester)... 491 Mr. McLaren (Leicestershire, Bos- 

Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, E. ) 492 worth) .. ae ane mt 

Mr, Lloyd-George (Carnar- Mr. Perks (Lincolushire, Louth)... 
von) ... 492 Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ... 

Mr. Har wood (Bolton) w+. 496 Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hoxton)... 

Sir William Harcourt (Mon- Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr 
mouthshire, W. 496 Tydvil) ‘ 

Mr. Giles (Cambridgeshire, The First Sik of the Treasury 
Wishech) 499 (Mr. A. J. ne scseaiaii 

Mr. McKenna (Monmouth, EL.) 

N.) i ies ... 500 

Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, 

South Molton) ... sax O02 


Question put, “That the Question be now put.’ 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 258 ; Noes, 160. (Division List, No. 235.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 165 ; Noes, 262. (Division List, No. 236.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 519 Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, Bod- 

Mr. Dalziel (Kirkwall min) ... ee 
Burghs) ... ‘ 519 Sir IT. ( ‘ampbell- Bannerman 

Mr. Labouchere... 520 Sir William Harcourt . 


Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman 520 Mr. D. A. Thomas ' 
Sir IVilliam Harcourt a ODL Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ... 
Mr. Ellis J. aaetia — Mr. Ellis J. Griffiths 

sey) ‘ih 522 Mr. Gibson Bowles 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 5, after the word ‘ benefice,’ to insert the words, ‘who has 
incurred expenses in the employment of a curate for the purposes of such benefice 
or has incurred expenses about repairing the church belonging to such benefice, 
he shall, where such expenditure i is not less than one-half of the amount of any 

rate to which this Act applies.’ ”—(Mr. Atherley-Jones.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... iva. B29 Mr. Dalziel 
Sir William Harcourt wee. #880 Mr. McKenna 
Mr. Haldane (Haddington) — 532 Mr, Lambert 


Mr. Cripps (Gloucestershire, Mr. Logan (Leicester, Harborough) 
Stroud) . 533 

Mr. Abel Thomas (Carmar- 
then) ... re ... 533 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present ; House 
counted, and forty Members being found present— 
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DiscussION resumed :— 
Mr. Logan... 23 6Boe Mr. Moss : 
Mr. Mendl (Plymouth) i aoe Mr. Channing sis Nor orthamplonshire 
Mr. Brynmor Jones oo E.) .. ‘ 
Iistrict)... 540 Mr. Samuel Evans 
Mr. Humphre ys-Owen (Mont- 
gomeryshire) ; ... 542 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 208 ; Noes, 121. (Division List, No. 237.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 98 ; Noes, 218. (Division List, No. 238.) 


Question put, “ That the words of the clause, ‘shall be liable to pay only,’ 
stand part of the clause, be now ee 


The Committee divided:— Ayes, 222 ; Noes, 135. (Division List, No. 239.) 


Question put accordingly, “That the words of the clause ‘shall be liable 
to pay only,’ stand part of the clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 234 ; Noes, 145. (Division List, No. 240.) 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 6, to leave out the words ‘one-half, in order to insert the 
words, ‘the proportion set forth in the schedule to this Act,’—(Mr. David 
Thomas,)—instead thereof.” ; 

Question proposed, “That the words ‘ one-half’ stand part of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Long see eee > “OGL Mr. Samuel Evans 
Mr. Edmund — Robertson Mr, Abel Thomas 
(Dundee) ns ss OP Mr. Stuart : 
Mr. Perks ... oe ... 562 Mr. Lloyd-George : 
Mr, Lewis ... wits .. 563 Mr. Griffith- Boscawen Kent, Tun- 
Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, Laun- bridge) ss 
ceston) ... is ... 564 Mr. Lloyd- Georg ge 
Mr. Cripps... .. 565 Mr. Spicer (Monmouth Boroughs) 
Sir William Harcourt .. 566 Mr, George Whiteley (Stockport) 


Question put, ‘ That the words ‘ one-half’ stand part of the clause.” 


The Committee proceeded to a Division :—Ayes, 228 ; Noes, 125. (Division 
List, No. 241.) 


Mr. D. A. Thomas 


Question put, “That the question, ‘That the words of the clause to the 
word “and,” in line 8, stand part of the clause’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 224 ; Noes, 104. (Division List, No. 242.) 


Question put accordingly, “That the words of the clause to the word 
‘and,’ in line &, stand part of the clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 224; Noes, 100. (Division List, No. 243.) 
Whereupon the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 
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AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) (SALARIES, &c.)— 
Resolution reported :—‘ That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out 
of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of a Salary not exceeding £1,200, 
together with a residential allowance not exceeding £150, to the Vice- 
President of the Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for 
Ireland, and of the salaries and remuneration to the secretary, assistant 
secretaries, inspectors, officers, and servants of the Department, and of all 
expenses incurred by the Department in pursuance of any Act of the 
present Session for establishing a Department of Agriculture and other 
Industries and Technical Instruction in Ireland ” 


Resolution agreed to. 


House adjourned at Twenty-five minutes before One of the clock. 





COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 12TH JULY 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Leith Harbour and Docks Bill—Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to 


Brighton Marine Palace and Pier Bill i ,ords|—Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments “Se oi ae ee ee 


Greenock and Port Glasgow Tramways Bill | Lords|—As amended, con- 
sidered ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time er 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Pilotage) Bill [Lords]—As amended, 


considered ; an Amendment made ; Bill to be read the third time 


Tramways Orders rence _ 2) Bill vnanene Aharon a second time, 
and committed... ; a sik Pee 


Workington Corporation Bill [Lords|—Report [11th July] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Ordered, “ That the Bill be read a second time.”—(Dr. Furguharson) 


PETITIONS. 
Poor LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) Act, 1845—Petitions for alteration of 
Law ;—From Cathcart and Stonehouse ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on gs Bill—Petition from Liver ~~ 
in favour; to lie upon the Table oes ; 


Tithe Rent-Charge (Rates) Bill—Petitions against :—From B — Leslie, 
and Nelson ; to lie upon the Table ... = bas va 


RETURNS, REPORTS, dc. 


Sea FisHertes Act, 1868—Copy presented,—of Report of the Board of Trade 
under Part III. of the Act. Orders for Fishery Grants, 1898-9 [hy Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 276) rid : as 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Metropolitan Police (Salaries) Bill—Order for Second Reading To-morrow 
read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


Tithe Rent-Charge (Rates) Bill—Considered in Committee, 


Clause 1 :— 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Labouchere appa Mr, Lambert sina South Mol- 
ton) — 586 ton) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 8, to leave out from the word ‘rent-charge’ to the end of 
the clause.” —(Mr. L. R. Holland.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out to the word 
‘out,’ in line 10, stand part of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION : 


Mr. Warner (Stafford, Lich- Sir William Harcourt 

field). 593 The First Lord of the Treasury 
Mr. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) . 593 (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manches- 
Mr, Ernest Gray (West Ham, ter, E.) 

N.) 593 Mr. Ellis J, Griffiths (2 Angle se ).. 
Mr. Stuart (Shoratit Hor- Mr, Mendl (Plymouth) ... , 

ton) 596 Mr. Channing (Noi Ahamptonshire, 
M. P ickersqill (Bethnal £.) 

Green, SW.) .. 601 Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
The Preside ont of the Board of Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ti 

Agriculture (Mr. Long, Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) _ .. 

Liverpool, West Derby)... 605 Mr. Carvell Williams (Notting- 
Sir William Harcourt a hamshire, Mansfield) ... ies 

mouthshire, W.).. 610 Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthen, 
Commander Bethell. (J ‘orl if si _ ie 

E. ., Holderness) <<. 615 Colonel Welby (Taunton) 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 257 ; Noes, 157. (Division List, No. 244.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. J. H. Roberts (Denbigh- Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
shire, W.) se .. 641 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 11, after the word ‘ account,’ to insert the words, ‘in excess 
of such sum paid by them to Local Taxation Account in 1898.’ ”°—(JM7>. 
Courtenay Warner.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted,” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... 7. 643 Mr. Labouchere ... 
Mr. — Omen (Mont- 
gomery) .. oe .. 644 


Question put, “‘ That the Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 270; Noes, 148. (Division List, No. 245.) 
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Question put accordingly, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 147 ; Noes, 271. (Division List, No. 246.) 


It being after half-past Five of the clock, the Chairman proceeded to 
interrupt the Business. 


Whereupon Mr. A. J, BALFoUR rose in his place and claimed to move, 
“That the Question ‘That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill,’ be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question ‘That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill ” 
be now put.” 


587 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 266 ; Noes, 151. (Division List, No. 247.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 259 ; Noes, 151. (Division List, No. 248.) 
Whereupon the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the House. 
B15 Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 
Ls) 
It being after Six of the clock, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House without 
. Question put. 
516 
52] Adjourned at five minutes after Six of the clock. 
22 
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34 LORDS: THURSDAY, 13TH JULY 1899. 

35 ROYAL ASSENT. 

36 CommissioN—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :—1l. Fine or 
37 Imprisonment (Scotland and Ireland) ; 2. Reformatory Schools Amend- 


ment; 3. Education of Children; 4. London Government ; 5. . Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 2); 6. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 3); 7. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) ; 8. Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) ; 9. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 8); 10. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) ; 
42 11. Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) ; 12. Local Government 
Provisional Order (Housing of the Working Classes) ; 13. Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (Poor Law) ; 14. Housing of the Working Classes 
Provisional Order (Borrowstounness) ; 15. Electric Lighting Provisional 
Order (No. 3); 16. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) ; 17. Elec- 
tric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6); 18. Electric Lighting Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 7); 19. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) ; 
20. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9); 21. Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 16); 22. Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 18); 23. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 19); 24. Educa- 
4 tion Department Provisional Order Confirmation (Liverpool) ; 25. Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1); 26. Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Order (No. 1); 27. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 2); 28. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 3); 29. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of 
the Working Classes (No. 2); 30. Military Lands Provisional Orde: ; 
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31. London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway (Pensions) ; 32. Friends’ 
Provident Institution ; 33. Skipton Urban District Gas; 34. Mid-Kent 
Gas ; 35. Wishaw Water; 36. Shotley Bridge and Consett District Gas ; 
37. Aberdeen Corporation ; 38. Cardiff Railway ; 39. Rhondda Urban Dis- 
trict Council ; 40. Hastings and St. Leonards Gas ; 41. Belfast and Northern 
Counties Railways ; 42. Colonial and Foreign Banks Guarantee Fund ; 
43. Grosvenor Chapel Bee may 44. Hampstead Church (Emmanuel, West 
End); 45. Brynmawrand Western Valleys Railway ; 46. Barton-on-Sea Water ; 
47. Lanarkshire (Middle Ward District) Water; 48. Edinburgh Corpora- 
tion ; 49. Wetherby District Water ; 50. Airdrie and Coatbridge Water ; 
51. Gainsborough Urban District Council (Gas) ; 52 Wick and Pulteney 
Harbours; 53. Dundee Gas, Street Improvements, and Tramways ; 54. 
Cork Corporation (Finance) ; 55. South-Eastern Railway ; 56. Fishguard 
Water and Gas; 57. Bury Corporation ; 58. Bury Corporation Water ; 
59. Barry Railway ; 60. Kensington and Notting Hill Electric Lighting ; 
61. Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (New Railways) ; 62. Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) ; 63. Cobham Gas ; 64. Stretford 
Gas ; 65. Central Electric Supply ; 66. Shirebrook and District Gas ; 67. 
South Staffordshire Stipendiary Justice ; 68. West Middlesex Water ; 69. 
Church Stretton Water; 70. St. Neots Water; 71. St. James’s and Pall 
Mall Electric Light; 72. Belfast Water; 73. Great Central Railway ; 
74. London, Chatham, and Dover Railway ; 75. Scunthorpe Urban District 
Gas and Water ; 76. Ionian Bank; 77. Inverness Harbour; 78. Notting- 
ham Corporation ; 79. Taff Vale Railway ; 80. Transvaal Mortgage Loan 
and Finance Company ; 81. Great Yarmouth Pier; 82. Lisburn Urban 
District Councils ; 83. Aire and Calder Navigation ; 84. Midland Railway ; 
85. Jones’s Divorce ; 86.- Yorke Estate 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 
that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been com- 
plied with :—Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 20). The same 
was ordered to lie on the Table - ‘ies ih is ome 


London United Tramways Bill; London and waned Western ey 


Bill—Committee to meet To-morrow 


Bristol Gas Bill {Lords|—Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to, 
with an Amendment ; and Bill returned to the Commons ... ti ay 


Warrington Corporation Bill [Lords}—The CuairMan or ComMITrEES 
informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn ; the 
Order made on Tuesday last discharged, and Bill committed 


Leeds ~oagelaaaaaae Bill-—Reported from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments ; ae cae bois ine iat ee i 


Dublin mes Bill—A witness Ordered to attend the Select Com- 
mittee ... oa ies a ove oe ae faa 


Milwall Dock Bill—Reported, with Amendment. 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—Reported, with 


Amendments, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House on 
Tuesday next ... “» Foie ove ive bas cise 
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Central London Railway Bill; Manchester veieamacian ganainn 
Powers) Bill—Reported, with Amendments 


Great Western Railway Bill; Fishguard and Rosslare Railways 
and Harbours Bill—The @ ieen’s Consent signified ; and Bill reported, 
with Amendments : ‘5 aes oe te ae 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Report from the 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the 
consideration of the Bill, the opposition having been withdrawn ; read, 
and Ordered to lie upon the Table; the Orders made on the 27th of 
June and the 4th of July =a di ; and Bill committed to a Committee 


of the Whole House 


London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest scien: 6 (No. 2) Bill— 
Moved, That the Order made on the 9th day of March last, “That no 
Private Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after Tuesday the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and 
that the Bill be read the second time; agreed to; Bill read the second 
time accordingly, and committed 


Leith Harbour and Docks Bill —Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to ee a) Bs ae ie 


All Saints’ Church (Cardiff) Bill [ Lords} ; Brighton Marine Palace 
and Pier Bill | Lords]: Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill 


{ Lords]|—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill——Kead the 
third time {according to Order}, and passed a aoe ie a 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill-—Amendments re- 
ported [according to Order], and Bill to be read the third time on Tuesday 
next eee 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill ; Local Goveri- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill—House in Committee 
[according to Order]; Bills reported without Amendment; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bills to be read the third time on Tuesday 
next 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Arrica, No. 6 (1899)—Report by the Mombasa-Victoria (Uganda) Railway 
Committee on the progress of the works, 1898-99 (with a map) , 


SIERRA LEONE—Report by Her Majesty’s Commissioner, and correspondence 
on the subject of the insurrection in the Sierra Leone Protectorate, 1898. 
Part II. Evidence and documents 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—No. 2315. Venezuela. No. 2316. Turkey 
(Baghdad and Bussorah). Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on 
the Table he ie 


Lignt Raitways Act, 1896—Orders made by the Light Railway Commis- 
sioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction of——I. A light railway in the County of Essex, between 
Corringham, Thames Haven, and Kynochtown. II. Light railways in the 
County of Lancaster, in the parishes of Barton-upon-Irwell and Stretford. 
III. A light railway between Axminster, in the County of Devon, and Lyme 
Regis, in the County of Dorset. IV. Light railways from Colwyn Bay to 
Llandudno, in the Counties of Denbigh and Carnarvon ‘a 
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SEA Fisueries Act, 1868-—Orders for fishery grants, 1898-99 ; Report of the 
Board of Trade, under Part III. of the Act. Laid before the House [pur- 
suant to Act], and ordered to lie on the Table “sk ~ 


PETITIONS. 


Prevention of Corruption Bill (Lords]—Petition in favour of ; of the Reli- 
gious Society of Friends ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


VIVIsECTION—Petition for suppression of the practice of ; of a Meeting in 
Bayswater ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... sb4 ae es 


Poor Law Acts Amendment Bill [Lords]—Reported from the Standing 
Committee, with Amendments; the Report thereof to be received on 
Tuesday next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 164.) 


Commons and Open Spaces Bill [Lords]—Reported from the Standing 
Committee, with further Amendments; the Report of the Amendments 
made in Committee of the Whole House and by the Standing Committee 
to be received To-morrow ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 
165.) a 


Marriages Validity (No. 2) Bill [Lords]|—Reported from the Standing 
Committee, without Amendment, and to be read the third time To- 
morrow... : 


Seats for Shop Assistants (England and Ireland) Bill—Order of the Day 
for the House to be put into Committee, read. 


Moved— 


“ That it be an Instruction to the Committee that they have power to ex- 
tend the scope of the Bill to Scotland.” —(The Lord Ribblesdalc.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Wemyss .. 667 The Earl of Aberdeen 
Lord Norton ; 668 Earl Couper 


The Duke of Westminster ... 669 The Earl of Lauderdale... 
The Duke of Abercorn... 669 
On Question, agreed to. 


Moved, “That the House do now resolve itself into Committee,” 
agreed to. 


House in Committee accordingly. 
Clause 1 :— 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn line 10, to leave out from ‘ place’ to ‘for,’ and insert, ‘as may be con- 
veniently used by the female assistants.’ ”—( Zhe Duke of Westminster.) 
On Question, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause,” resolved in the negative. 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Wemyss os ee The Duke of Westminster 


On Question, “That the words proposed to be inserted stand part of the 
clause,” agreed to. 
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Amendment moved— 


“In line 12, to leave out ‘two’ and insert ‘three.’”—(The Duke of 


Westminster.) 
On Question, agreed to. 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Camperdown ... 6 


~I 
lo 


The Earl of Mayo re nb 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 2 :— 

DISCUSSION :— 


The Earl of Wemyss a SE The Chairman of Committees 
(The Earl of Morley) 


Clause 2, agreed to. 


Clause 3 :— 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 1, line 19, to leave out, ‘Shall extend to England and Ireland 
only, and.’”—(Lord Ribblesdale. ) 
The Lord Privy Seal (Viscount Cross) 


On Question, “That the words proposed to be omitted stand part of the 
clause,” resolved in the negative. 


Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 4, amended, and agreed to. 

Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee, and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 166.) © (Title altered to “Seats for Shop Assistants 
Bill.”) 


QUESTIONS. 
KINGSTOWN HARBOUR. 


Lord Clonbrock  ... .. 673 Lord Clonbrock: . i aw 
The Earl of Clanwilliam ... 675 The Marquess of Londonderry 
The Earl of Denbigh ... 676 Lord Clonbrock . 


House adjourned at a quarter past Five of the clock. 
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COMMONS: THURSDAY, 13TH JULY 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bris [Lords]|—(No StaNDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO APPLICABLE) —Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, no Standing Orders not previously inquired into are applic: able, 
namely : Weston-super-Mare Grand Piet Bill ‘omainns s]. Ordered, That the 
Bill be read a second time 


West Gloucestershire _— ee Amendments considered, and 
agreed to 


Furness Railway Bill [Lords] ; Glasgow Corporation (Gas and Water) 
Bill [Lords]; Glasgow Corporation (Tramways, &c.) Bill [Lords] ; 
Great Yarmouth Corporation Bill [Lords] ;-Kirkcaldy Corporation 
and Tramways Bill [Lords]; Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill 
[Lords]; Totland Water Bill [Lords]|—Read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments ee er sie aes iss th 


Portsmouth Corporation Bill {[Lords|—Report [11th July] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders, read. Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time.—(Dr. Farquhar son.) 


PETITIONS. 
Poor Law AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) Act, 1845—Petitions for Alteration of 
Law ; from Ferry-Port-on-Craig, and Montrose ; to lie upon the Table 


Tithe Rent-Charge (Rates) Bill—Petitions against ; from United Presbyterian 
Synod, and Kirkcaldy ; to lie upon the Table : 


Trout Fishing Annual Close Time seanguaands Bill—Petition from Glasgow, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table : ‘a sii ve 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


Licut Raitways Act, 1896—Copy presented of Order made by the Light 
Railways Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a light railway in the County of 
Essex, between Corringham, Thames Haven, and Kynochtown (Corring- 
ham Light Railway Order, 1899) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... 


Licut Raitways Act, 1896—Copy presented of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of light railways in the County of 
Lancaster, in the parishes of Barton-upon-Irwell and Stretford (West 
Manchester Light Railway Order, 1899) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table . i“ ion es rv - 


Licut RamLways Act, 1896—Copy presented of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a light railway between Axminster, 
in the County of Devon, and Lyme Regis, in the County of Dorset 
(Axminster and Lyme Regis Light Railway Order, 1899) [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ue va see — a 





673 


678 


678 


67S 


678 


678 


679 


679 










Juli 
Lic 


SIE] 


AFR 


MeEs 


SELE 


PuBI 


Mert 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


July 13.] 


Licnt Ramways Act, 1896—Copy presented of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of light railways from Colwyn Bay to 
LI landudno, in the Counties of Denbigh. and Carnarvon (Llandudno and 
Colwyn Bay Light Railways Order, 1898) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table s ag 


SIERRA LEONE—Copy presented of Report by Her Majesty’s Commissioner, 
and correspondence on the’ subject of the Insurrection in the Sierra Leone 
Protectorate, 1898. Part IL. Evidence and Documents [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table ... 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2315 and 2316 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table 


Arrica (No. 6, 1899)—Copy presented of Report by the Mombasa-Victoria 
Uganda Railway Committee on the progress of the works, 1898-9 (with a 
map) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


MESSAGE TO ATTEND THE Lorps ComMMISsIONERS—The House went ;—and, 
being returned ;—Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent to a number of 
Bills. (See first item in House of Lords Report this day ; wnte, page 661) 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES)—Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection that they had discharged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures: Mr. Collery ; and had appointed in substi- 
tution, Mr. Power ; Report to lie upon the Table ae 


Pusiic Peririons ComMitTEE—Eight Reports brought up, and read ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed wet oe es ss 


METROPOLITAN PoLice [SALARIES]|—Committee to consider of authorising the 
payment, out of moneys provided by Parliament, of the Salaries of the 
Commissioner, Receiver, and Assistant Commissioners of the Metropolitan 
Police (Queen's recommendation signified), upon Monday next— (Secretary 


Sir Matthew White Ridley) — ... ee wi eek sts eae ae 


QUESTIONS. 


BELLEVILLE BorLERS—Question, Mr. Arnold-Forster (Belfast, W.); Answer, 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover 
Square) , rer ee Roe . ne as 


Tue “ SHARPSHOOTER ”—Question, Mr. Penn (Lewisham) ; Answer, The First 
Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square) 


Hastar HospiraAL—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, 
The First Lord of the decreas - Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover 
Square) vis nee bis ea bs 


NavaL Works Bitt—Question, Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth (Lancashire, N.E., 
Clitheroe) ; Answer, The’ _— Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. 
George's, Hanever Square) - ihe i se Shia ove dais 
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H.M.S. “ JAcKAL”—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, 


The First Lord of the eee sei Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover 
Square) ssc a ses io : 


PLYMOUTH BREAKWATER Works—Question, Mr. Mildmay (Devon, Totnes) ; 
Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admin: uty — Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcester ‘shire, E.) ™ se as ‘. 


ARMY TENTS—Question, Mr. Duncombe (Cumberland, Egremont) ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 


VOLUNTEER UNIFORMS—Question, Mr. Duncombe (Cumberland, Egremont) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... 


GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES AS VOLUNTEERS -— Question, Colonel Lockwood 
(Essex, Epping); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
Wyndham, Dover) R os ws ie sat is um 


GIBRALTAR BARRACKS—Question, Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) ; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


ARMY ENLISTMENTS—Question, Major Rasch (Essex, 8.E.) ; Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


RAILWAY COMPANIES AND THE VOLUNTEERS—Question, Sir Howard Vincent 
(Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, The Under es of State for War (Mr. 
Wyndham, Dover) - ; : ani 


REGIMENTAL FACINGS—Question, Mr. Arnold-Forster (Belfast, W.) ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


ARMY RECRUITING IN THE HIGHLANDsS—-Question, Mr. Hedderwick (Wick 
sonar ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) .. or ule Fe se ~ ae SG _ 


Wak OFFICE REORGINISATION—Question, Mr. Yoxall (Notts, W.); Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... “ 


SPECIAL SERVICE OFFICERS FOR SOUTH AFRICA-—Questions, Mr. Labouchere 
(Northampton), Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.),and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.)}; 
Answers, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


EXPANDING BULLETS—Question, Mr, Davitt (Mayo, 8.): Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ' 


GuNS FoR SoutH AFRICA-—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ‘ 


Troops FoR SoutH AFrRIcA—Questions, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), and Mr. Arnold- 
Forster (Belfast, W.) ; Answers, The Under Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ~~ ‘ae + on a in 


Cooprr’s Hitt ENGINEERS—Question, Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing)... 


BALKAN Rerorms—Question, Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye); Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Suey, 
Guildford)  ... hai axe one eee ot on ose 
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TRADE IN NIGERIA—Question, Mr. J. E. Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs o Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) Ss Are ay 


JAPANESE LABOUR IN British CoLtumBiA—Question, Mr. Davitt (Mayo, §8.); 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
3irmingham, W.) re ah se on we snl at 


QUEEN’S BirTHDAY CELEBRATIONS IN NATAL—Question, Mr. J. M. Maclean 
(Cardiff) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Cham- 
berlain, 3irmingham, W.) ; x a ae ae ae 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS—Questions, Sir Wilfrid Lawson (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth); Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Mr. Labouchere (Northampton), Mr. 
Wharton (Yorkshire, West Riding, Ripon), and Dr. Clark (Caithness) ; An- 
swers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Bir- 
mingham, W.)... 


District AGRICULTURAL ANALYSTS—Question, Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. 
Long, Liverpool, W est Derby) - uae es 5 ee 


Titue ReNt-CHARGE (RATES) BiLL—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dun- 
dee), Mr. J. H. Roberts (Denbighshire, W.), Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmar- 
thenshire, W.), and Mr. D, A. Thomas ag atetd Tydvil) ; Answers, the 
President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, West Derby) 


HANWELL BARRACK ScHOOL—Question, Mr. Hazell (Leicester) ; Answer, The 
President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Chaplin, Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford) 


STEEPLE MORDEN RECREATION GRrouND—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derby- 
shire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board 
(Mr. Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 


CoLoukiING oF FoopsturFrs—Question, Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) = 


Factory FuMEs AT WESTMINSTER—Question, Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Chaplain, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 


LocaL GOVERNMENT BoARD—POSITION OF Str HuGH OwWEN—Question, Mr. 
Goddard (Ipswich); Answer, The President of the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ... 


ScHoo. ATTENDANCE—CHILDREN’S CouNTRY TrRips—-Question, Mr. Hazell 
(Leicester) ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on 
Education (Sir J. Gor st, Cambridge University) 


Rattway Compantks’ RUNNING PowERs—Question, Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of “Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, 
West Derby) vei ia mt eas wi 


InHAbiteED House Duty—Question, Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) ; Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) <a 
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(Hull, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of Sate for the Home iene - 
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Lancashire, Blackpool) ae 4s 


STREET REGULATIONS —BARREL ORGANS—-Question, Mr. Soames (Norfolk, S.); 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home sete (Sir M. White 
Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) + ‘ike - : 


Horse AND CATTLE BREEDING IN SCOTTISH CONGESTED DisTRICTS—-Question, 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. 
Graham Murray, Buteshire) se is ve ee ‘is 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS IN SCOTLAND —Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


PEDDIESTON PuBLic ScHooL—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


GLASGOW POLICE AND PAUPER PATIENTS—Question, Sir Charles Cameron 
(Glasgow, Bridgeton); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham 
Murray, Buteshire) 


ScorrisH Crorrers’ HOLvINGS—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS IN SCOTLAND—Question, Mr. Colville (Lanark, 
N.E.) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


ScortisH CouNTY AUTHORITIES AND CONSULTING ENGINEERS—Question, 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. 
Graham Murray, Buteshire) ~ ee me ree eo . 


SPINNING AND WEAVING IN THE HIGHLANDS—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, 
duteshire) i ‘ee ae es es Ks sei ee ssh 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


SITTINGS OF THE House (EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDING ORDER)--—Motion 
made and Question put— 
“ That the proceedings on the Tithe Rent-Charge (Rates) Bill, if under 
discussion at Twelve o'clock this night, be not interrupted under the Standing 
Order Sittings of the House.” —(M7. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 247 ; Noes, 148. (Division List, No. 249.) 
Tithe Rent-Charge (Rates) Bill—Considered in Committee— 


Clause 2 :— 


Amendment proposed-- 
* In page 1, line 13, to leave out “unless the context otherwise requires,’ ” 
—(Mr. Warner.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Solicitor - Gi He ral (Sir Mr. Lambert (De VOn, Nouth 
hk. B. Finlay, Inverness Molton) ; x 2 9a 
Burghs) ... iss i WA Mr, Ellis J. Griffiths (Angl sea) 716 


Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 716 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 1, line 13, after the word ‘ requires,’ to insert the words, ‘(@) The 


expression “ the Local Taxation Account ” shall have the same meaning as in 
the Local Govermnent Act, 18882 °—(Wr. Edmund Robertson.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir It. B. Finlay... sna. HED Mr. T. P. OConnor ee 


Sir William Harcourt (Mon- Srotland) eon 724 
mouthshire, IV)... re i, Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, E ye) 726 
The President of the Board Mr, Carson (Dublin University) 727 
of A griculiure (Mr. Long, Sir R. B. Finlay sea. eee 
Liverpool, West Derby) con 720 Sir William Hurcourt 728 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 721 Mr. Long 730 
Mr. Gibson Lowles (Lynn Mr. Edinund Roberleon.. 132 
Regis) .. sin as. “Wan ai Vieary Gibbs (Hertj ds hire, 
Sir Rt. B. Finlay... “nwo Albans) ... ide 
Sir IVilliam Harcourt 723 My. "Villon (. Haye, E.) 734 
Lr. Clark (Caithness) 72 Mr, Long : 736 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250; Noes, 173. (Division List, No. 250.) 
Question put accordingly, “That those words be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 174 ; Noes, 250. (Division List, No. 251.) 
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Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 14, to leave out Sub-section (@).”—(Mr. J. H. Roberts.) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section (a) stand part of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Rk. B. Finlay .. we Te Mr. Warner — (Staffordshire, 
Mr, Lloyd- sees (Carnar- , Lichfield)... Ss we 43 
von, ec.) *i. io oe 


(Juestion put and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 18, to leave out from the word ‘curacies,’ to the end of 


paragraph (6).”—(Mr. J, H. Roberts.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir kh. B. Finlay ... i | ee Mr. Lloyd-Georae os «c. Se 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, BE.) ... 746 Sir I. B. Finlay aa << oon 
Mr, Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 746 Mr. Lloyd-George a .. 748 
16 Sir ht. B. Finlay... we TAG Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) 749 
16 Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamor- Mr. Lewis us is --. 449 
) : . ail F - 
1G qunshire, Mid) ... 747 Mr. Asquith... bo a 1a 
: Mr. Lambert oe seer “OEE Mr. D. A. Thomas a see 200) 
Sir R. B. Finlay .. ; 747 Mr, Lloyd-George wi wea COU 
Mr. Humphreys 3 Owen 
(Montgomery) .. soe. 
Question put, 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 228 ; Noes, 152. (Division List, No. 252.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 25, to le: uve out paragraph (c) of Sub-section 1, and insert 
the words, ‘ The expression “owner,” means the incumbent in ree eipt of the 
9 tithe rent-charge at the date of the passing of this Act. ”—(Mr. David 
24 Thomas.) 
6 
20 (Question proposed, “That paragraph (¢), of Sub-section 1, stand part of 
28 the clause.” 
OR 
30) DISCUSSION :— 
" s) 
a Mr. Long ... 755 Mr, Leuty (Leeds, BE.) ... 757 
pa Mr. Lewis... ee 755 Mr. Lloyd-Ceorge ye. vce 408 
34 Mr. Samuel Evans 756 Mr. Long : ; 760 
a Mr. Ellis J. Griffiths . 86 The First Lord of the 1 ‘reasury 
7 Sir J. 1. Brunner ee (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 


=~T 
or 
~ 
rr) 


Northwich) chester, E.) ... a ssa 600) 
Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 187 ; Noes, 107. (Division List, No. 253.) 


Question put accordingly, “That paragaph (¢) of Sub-section 1, stand part 
of the clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 18+: Noes, 111. (Division List, No. 254.) 
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Question put, “That the Question, ‘That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill’ 
be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 184 ; Noes, 97. (Division List, No. 255.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 184 ; Noes, 101. (Division List, No. 256.) 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present ; House 
counted, and, forty Members being found present : 


Clause 5 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 1, after the word ‘ Rates,’ to insert the word ‘ Relief. ’” 
(Mr. Dalziel.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ Relief’ be there inserted. 


DISCUSSION :- 


Sir LR. B. Finlay 772 Mr. Samuel Evans 776 
Mr. Lloyd- George re Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Bright- 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester bes 774 side) ... 776 
Mr. D. A. Thomas 774 Mr. Carvell W ene ( Notting- 

Mr, Nussey (Pontefract) 775 hamshire, Mansfield) ... im 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 105 ; Noes, 175. (Division List, No. 257.) 
Question put, “That Clause 3 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 184 ; Noes, 118, (Division List, No. 258.) 
Clause 4 :— 
Amendment proposed 
“In page 2, line 3, to leave out from the word ‘shall, to the word ‘said,’ 
in line 9, and insert the words, ‘not come into operation until the expiration of 


the.” —(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words of the clause to ‘any,’ in line 4, stand 
part of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. D. A. Thomas... Kee 785 Mr. Lambert... ar ... §89 
Mr. Long a 5s. aD Sir R. BL. Finlay ae in OD 
Mr. T. P. OConnon 1 000 Ur. Labouchere (Nov thampton) 7TR9 
Mr. Long ... oe a. 986 Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wilts, 

Mr. Lloyd-George fie ics, RS Cricklade) uae EY 
Mr. 1. P. O'Connor sae ae Mr. Logan (Leice sstershire, Har- 

Sir William Harcourt ea. GST. borough) ... 490 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor saa 488 Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prest- 

Mr. Dalziel... xe <n | SD wich)... re s5 “GO 
Mr. Maddison ae sw £00 Mr. Carrell i} “illiams we soe DOM 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 244 ; Noes, 148. (Division List, No. 259.) 
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Amendment proposed— 


_ “In page 2, line 4, after the word ‘except’ to insert the words, ‘any rate 
levied in relief of the poor or.’”—(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... at ext 


Question put. 


~I 
ito} 
for) 


Mr. Samuel Evans... wee 


The Committee divided :— Ayes, 149 ; Noes, 267. (Division List, No. 260.) 
Another Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 7, to leave out from the word ‘half’ to the end of the 
clause.”—(Mr. David Thomas.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause,” 


DISCUSSION : 
Mr. Long see ie we O04 Mr. D. A. Thomas 


The Committee divided : 





Ayes, 274; Noes, 152. (Division List, No. 261.) 
Question put, “ That Clause 4 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 270; Noes, 155. (Division List, No. 262.) 
fsb“ NEW CLAUSE :— 


reo“ New clause (Extent of Act—(JZ/r. Lewis)—brought up, and read the first 
time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir It. B. Finlay... a. SE Mr. Samuel Evans q site 
Mr, J. H. Roberts ... .. 818 Mr. William Abraham (Glamovr- 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen ... 820 ganshire, Rhondda) 

Sir William Harcourt «wo “ORT Mr, Lloyd-George 

Mr. Long ... oie ... 822 Mr, Samuel Evans 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 120 ; Noes, 233. (Division List, No. 263.) 


Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That the Chairman do report Progress ; and ask leave to sit again.”— 
(Mr. Dalziel.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... om 83S Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ... 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... .. 8383 Mr. Lambert she 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 
(Stirling Burghs) ... 833 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 107 ; Noes, 216. (Division List, No. 264.) 
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New clause :— 

“The Commissioners of Inland Revenue shall, not more than eight days 
after they have, under the provisions of this Act, paid any moneys in respect of 
any rate on tithe rent-charge, make out and for ward to the council of the county 
borough or administrative county wherein the hereditaments out of which that 
tithe rent-charge arises are situ: ite, a certificate stating the amount of the vay 
ment and the name of the benefice to which the tithe rent- charge is atts Ben 
(Mr. Humphreys-Owen.) 


3rought ap and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


DISCUSSION : 


Mr. Long ... * 839 Mr. Long 

Mr. Brynmor-Jones (Swansea Mr. Dalziel os ee 
District) ve SS Mr. Stuart (Shoredit h, “ Hovton) 

Mr. aimed Evans ... 840 Mr. Lloyd-George ie ao 

Mr. Lambert bog so: ER The President of the Board of 

Mr. H. 8. Samuel (Tower Trude (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon)... 
Hamlets, Limehouse) ii 841 Mr. Lloyd-George ee eee 

Mr. Logan... oa ~~. 942 Mr. Long : 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 202; Noes, 97. (Division List, No. 265.) 
Question put accordingly, “That the clause be read a second time.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 97; Noes, 202. (Division List, No. 266.) 


New clause (provisions as to sequestrated benefices—(Mr. Samuel Evans)— 
brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir R. B. Finlay ... ... 853 Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, 
W.) $s im ian 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 97; Noes, 201. (Division List, No. 267.) 
Mr. Labouchere 


Question put, ‘That the Chairman do report the Bill, without Amend- 
ment, to the House.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 189; Noes, 94. (Division List, No. 268.) 
HOUSE RESUMED. 
Mr. Dalziel 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That this House do now adjourn.’ 
—(Mr, A. J. Balfour. ) 


Mr. Lloyd-George ...  *... 860 Mr. Ritchie 


Question put, and agreed to. 


House adjourned accordingly at five minutes after Four of the clock 
in the morning. 
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LORDS: FRIDAY, 14tH JULY 1898, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


West Metropolitan Railway Bill—Examiner’s Certificate of non-compli- 
ance with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee 
on Tuesday next ie AeA a Py sth as ~~ oo. OGE 


Stockport Corporation Bill—Keported. with Amendments ... ve ... 861 


Great Northern and Strand Railway Bill—The ecapaaman Consent signi- 


349 fied ; and Bill reported, with Amendments ... 861 
342 

343 Walker and Wallsend Union Gas engaien ee a 

343 with Amendments —... 86] 


344 Derby Corporation — Bill ; London eins head Bill— 

344 Reported, with Amendments... . .. 86] 
844 
London and North-Western Railway (Additional Powers) Bill—The 


Queen’s Consent signified, and Bill reported, with Amendments ... .. 861 


Worcestershire County Council Bill; Warrington Corporation Bill ; 
South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railway — 
panies (New Lines) Bill—Committee to meet on Tuesday next 681 


Liverpool Overhead Railway Bill [Lords]; All Saints’ Church (Car- 
diff) Bill [Lords]; Great Grimsby Street ——! Bill u words] ; 


Commons’ Amendments considered, and agreed to.. ‘ ; »< 861 


Goole Urban District Council Bill—Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ... _ sh wn Oe 


854 West Gloucestershire Water Bill—Rceturned from the Commons, with the 
Amendment agreed to ae oe ae ses aie je ssn O02 


Furness — Bill | Lords]; Glasgow Corporation (Gas and Water) 
Bill [Lords]; Glasgow Corporation (Tramways, &c.) Bill [Lords] ; 
Great Yarmouth Corporation Bill [Lords]; Kirkcaldy Corpora. 
tion and Tramways Bill | Lords|—Returned from the Commons, agreed 
to, with Amendments... 23 Ke os rae vig iit 20 S62 


Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill [Lords]; Totland Water Bill [Lords]— 
Returned from the Commons, with Amendments. The said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to... = 8% ae ane om ..- 862 


~T 


Pier and Harbour Provisional ieee oo 2) Bill—House to be in 
Committee on Monday next . : we Kd ... 862 


360 | Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 20) Bill—Moved, That the 
Order of the 9th March last, “That no Provisional Order Confirm: ation 
Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after 
Tuesday, the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the 
3ill be now read the second time ; agreed to; and Bill read the second 
time accordingly ie 4 


io. 2) 
a 
ho 


¢2 














TABLE OF CONTENTS 





Ixviii 



























July 14.) Jul 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. Ele 
TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES—No. 2317. Sweden (Stockholm and 
Eastern Coast). Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table... si on me bk nee ve pit 1 .. 862 § Ele 
Army—I. (Army Act.) Amendments of the Rules of Procedure 1893. IL. 
(Militia.) Further regulations relating to the Militia. III. (Military 
Prisons.) Amendment to the Rules for Miltary Prisons. Laid before the Elec 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... = ». 863 
Commons and Open Spaces Bill—{Lords]|—Amendments reported (accord- 
ing to Order), and Bill to be read the third time on Monday next ... 863 Elec 
Marriages Validity (No..2) Bill—{Lords]|—Read the third time wiaaieininds to 
Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons “ 865 
Gordon Memorial College at vaaeiineee wail am To he read the Wat 
second time on Monday next . ‘ ane ies .. = 863 
House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five of the clock. Burs 
( 
Whit 
‘ 
COMMONS: FRIDAY, 14TH JULY 1899. 
I 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
: : Ower 
Ayr Burgh Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to xed -. BG I 
South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railway ne Port 
Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to, with Amendments... 863 I 
T 


South Hants Water _ sales —As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time - wa sé 


ie) 
= 
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Glasgow oe Telephones Bill (by Order)—Second Reading 
deferred till Tuesday, the 25th of July x ion —_ ee .. 863 F Glasg 
Local Government Provisional Order (No. 15) Bill—As amended, T. 

considered. 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon District)... eps hes ie ... 864 _ 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next. th 
Yeadon and Guiseley Gas Bill [Lords]—Reported, with Amendments ; Merse 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... cee en ... 866 WI 
Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]—Reported, without Amend- Westo 
ment [Provisional Orders cdutirmed] Report to lie upon the Table. Bill (L 
to be read the third time upon Monday next ie as ‘ag >> Oe po 
up 

Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed} ; Report to lie upon the Table. MESS AC 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next ... ni os .-+ 866 (Ir 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill {Lords|—Reported, 


without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next és 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill {Lords]—Reported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill [Lords |—Reported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table ; Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill {Lords|—Reported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders ree ; Report to le upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next ; 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords|—Reported, without Amendment 
[Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be 
read the third time upon Monday next 5 wie 


Burgh Police (Scotland) Provisional Order Bill [Lords|—Reported, with- 
out Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Tabie. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next ... 


Whitehaven Corporation Bill {Lords}; Aberdeen Joint Passenger 
Station Bill |Lords]; Caledonian Railway (General Powers) Bill 
{Lords}; Humber Conservancy Bill [Lords|—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... ie oe 


Owen’s College, Manchester, Bill | Lords|—Reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time me 


Port Talbot Railway and Docks Bill [Lords]; Great Northern Railway 
Bill ([Lords|—Reported, with Amendments; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed a i bis ree ow 


Buenos Ayres and Pacific Railway Company Bill [Lords}]—Reported, 
without Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Glasgow and South-Western Railway Bill [Lords]; Cromer Protection 
Bill {Lords|—Reported, with Amendments; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed 


Brooke’s Park (Londonderry) Bill [Lords]—Reported, without Amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. Bill to be read 
the third time ... = 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Finance) Bill {| Lords|—Reported, 
with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table ... ae iss a 


Weston-super-Mare, Clevedon, and Portishead Tramways Company 
(Light Railway Extensions) Bill [Lords]; Loughborough Cor- 
poration Bill |Lords|—Reported, with Amendments; Reports to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed jee “ae ose ass oh 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill, without Amendment. Amend- 
ments to Bristol Gas Bill [Lords], with an Amendment. 
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PETITIONS. 


Army PENSIONS—Petition from St. Giles’, Camberwell, for weekly payment ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ‘ + th, mF ' 


Merchant Shipping (Limitation of Liability of ee Bill— 


Petition from Aberdeen against ; to lie upon the Table 


Poor Law AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) Act, 1845—Petitions for alteration of 
Law, from Galashiels, Currie, and Kilmaurs ; to lie upon the Table 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Bill—-Petitions in favour, from 
Anstruther, Wester, and Kilrenny ; to lie upon the Table ‘is 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Tyldesley, and Renhold ; to lie upon the Table * $5 we 


Tithe Rent-Charge veins Bill—Petition from Galashiels against ; to lie 
upon the Table : : te mal se pr a8 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


Army (RULES OF PROCEDURE)—Copy presented, of Amendments of Rules of 
Procedure (Army), 1893 [by Act]; ‘To lie upon the Table.. ts 


Army (MILITARY Prisons)—Copy presented, of Amendment to the Rules for 
Military Prisons [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table x - 

Army (MinitiA)—Copy presented, of Further Regulations relating to the 
Militia [by Act]; to lie upon the Table st me és 

TrADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—-Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2,317 [by Command]; to °c upon the 
Table 7 - ; ts es me *; 
Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House :— 

CALEDONIAN CANAL—Copy of Ninety-fourth Report of the Commissioners 
[by Act]; to be printed. (No. 278.) - sits er i" 


WUESTIONS. 


RECRUITING IN THE HIGHLANDS—Questions, Captain Sinclair (Forfarshire), 
and Mr, Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) ; Answers, The Under Secretary of 
State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) oe y bs 

War Orrick STAFF CLERKS—Question, Mr. Kilbride (Galway, N.) ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 

INDIAN WARRANT OFFICERS’ GRIEVANCES—Question, Sir Cameron Gull 
(Devonshire, Barnstaple); Answer, The Secretary of State for India 
(Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) rs ae ths 

EXCHANGE COMPENSATION ALLOWANCES IN INDIA—Question, Sir Seymour 
King (Hull, Central) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) | : ; be a ~~ o 

INDIAN STAFF Corps—MARRIED OFFICERS’ ALLOWANCES—Question, Sir 
Seymour King (Hull, Central) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India 
(Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ; 
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InpDIAN ComMPAN(ES—BRrANCH REGISTERS IN ENGLAND—Question, Sir Seymour 
King (Hull, Central) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India — G. 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) si nat vs ose R wee 


LASCAR SEAMEN—Question, Mr. Alfred Thomas (Glamorganshire, E.); Answer, 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


NEWFOUNDLAND TREATY SHORE—Questions, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean), and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answers, 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birming- 
ham, W.) he ise nt iss és sd wid 





NORTHERN FISHERIES CONFERENCE Sir William Wedderburn 
(Banffshire), and Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet); Answers, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) ive 





Tunis TRADE—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) he ns 


ConDITIONS OF NATURALISATION ABROAD—Question, Mr. C. H. Wilson (Hull, 
W.); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... , aie ee “an es 
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State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford), and The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) * 


BUCKINGHAM PALACE—Question, Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, East) ; Answer, 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augus- 
tine’s) 

Customs WATCHERS’ UNIFORMS—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Han 
bury, Preston)... 


TELEGRAPH MESSENGERS IN THE East Centra District Orrice—Question, 
Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) ; Answer, The Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) ‘ 


Post OFFICE SAVINGS BANK—Questions, General Laurie (Pembroke and Haver- 
fordwest), and Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ; Answer, The Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) ; , 


PARLIAMENTARY PERMANENT STAFF—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) An 


MIGRATION IN THE HIGHLANDS—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


GRANTS BY THE FisHErRY BoarD—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Crom: ty) 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ‘ 


APPLICATIONS BY CoTraRsS For LAND—-Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, 
Buteshire) ot ves ra a om xe bea as 
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BripGE MAINTENANCE IN SCOTLAND—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cro- 
marty) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


DISFRANCHISEMENT FOR NON-PAYMENT OF RATES—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross 
and Cromarty) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, 
Buteshire) 


BANFFSHIRE ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS—Question, Sir William Wedderburn 
(Banffshire) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Bute- 
shire) ... — i ive ‘re is i aie dire me 


TREATMENT OF PRISONERS IN SCOTLAND—Question, Mr. J. P. Smith (Lanark, 
Partick); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, 
Buteshire) se ae sea ei ae ie ee poe 


ORPHAN Homes or ScoTLAND—Question, Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate sai A. Graham Murray, Bute- 
shire) ie 5s ate ae ve 


STOCKBROKERS AND THE Stamp Duty—Question, Sir Charles Cayzer (Barrow- 
in-Furness) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks- 
Beach, Bristol, W.)... Se re a i : 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS—THE GOVERNMENT AND “ THE TIMES ”—Questions, 
Captain Sinclair (Forfarshire), Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, 8.), and Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8.); Answers, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) - v 


THe Nava MAna@uvres—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) and 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answers, The First Lord of the hence - 
Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square) ; 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) “sf 


Improvement of Land Bill—Keported, with Amendments, ‘from the Stand- 
ing Committee on Law, &c. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. (No. 279.) Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Com- 
mittee to be printed. (No. 279.) Bill, as amended in the Standing Com- 
mittee, to be considered upon Thursday next, and to be printed, (Bill 
269) ~ ; % is vs : 


Congested Districts (Scotland) Act Amendment Bill {Lords}—Read the 
first time; to be read a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be 


printed. (Bill 270) 


SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES)—Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection that they had discharged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on ‘Law and Courts of Justice, “and Legal Pro- 
cedure: Mr. Humphreys-Owen ; and had appointed in substitution Mr. 
Woods. 


Mr. HAsry further reported from the Committee that they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the Standing Committee on Trade 
(including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures: Mr. 
J. H. M. Campbell, Mr. Maclean, and Mr. William Moore ; and had 
appointed in substitution Lord Balcarres. Mr. Dunbar Barton, and Mr. 
Drage. Reports to lie upon the Table ans _ eas ose 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS, 
SUPPLY [19TH ALLoTTED Day}]—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. E. Extis (Nottingham, Rushclitfe) in the Chair. ] 
CiviIL SERVICE EsTIMATEs, 1899-1900. 
Crass IL. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That «a sum, not exceeding 
£8,858, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March 1900, for the Salaries 


and Expenses of the Office of Her Majesty’s Secretary for Scotland 
and Subordinate Offices.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir Williom Wedderburn Mr, Gibson Bowles (Lynn Reyis).. 893 
(Banffshire)... «. BB ges Sinclair (Forfurshire) ... 895 

The Lord Advocate (Mr.A.G. Sir Herbert Marwell — n- 
Murray, Buteshire) wx Bee shire) ... 896 

Mr. Buchanan (. Aberdeen Mr, sit (. herde en, 8.) 896 
shire, E.) aang see OVE Sir IW. B. Gurdon (Norfolk, N. . 897 


Motion made, and Question proposed — 


‘That Item A (Salaries) be reduc ed by £50, in respect of the Salary of the 
iaies for Scotland.” —(Mr. Weir.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir John Lubbock (London Mr, Weir (Ross and Cromarty)... 909 
University) ma -<- 900 Mr. A. G. Murray a 909 

Dy. Clark (Caitiness) 902 Dr. Farquharson (a {berdeenshire, 

Mr. Asher (Elgin Burghs)... 904 W.) 910 

Mr. Power (Waterford, E.).. 905 Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) .. . 910 

Mr, A. G. Murvay... ..- 906 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 71 ; Noes, 134. (Division List, No. 269.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


_ “That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £500, in respect of the Salary of the 
Secretary for Scotland.”— (Sir Charles Cumeron.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. A. G. Murray : 918 Mr, Asquith... a we (O29 
Sir Charles Cameron (G as- Admiral Field iain East- 
gow, Bridgeton) 919 bourne) oe -3 SOO 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, My) 919 Dr. Furquharso son Sst 931 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, EB.) ... 920 Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, 
Mr. A. G. Murray . 920 Camlachie) ... eo sc 980 
Dr. Clark.. as «-- 923 Dr. Clark ven 934 
Mr. A. G. Murray . 924 The First Lord of the “Treasury 
Sir Walter Foster (Derby: (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manches- 
shire, Ilkeston) .. 924 ter, E.) ing ite we OSG 
Sir W. Priestley (Edinburgh, Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) 937 


St. Andrews University) 927 Mr. A.J. Balfour... ici a 
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Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present ; House 
counted, and Forty Members being found present— 































DISCUSSION Resumed : 


Mr. McLeod (Sutherland- Mr. Weir ses i ... 940 ‘ 
shire) ... a sae B39 Sir Charles Cameron... ... 940 

Sir Walter Foster... ia Mr. A. G. Murray _... ... 940 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed, 
Discussion :— 

Mr. Weir ... as .. 941 Mr. A. G. Murray... .. 941 ( 
Question put, and agreed to. } 
Motion made and Question proposed—‘ That a sum, not exceeding 

£16,169, be granted to Her Majesty to complete the sum necessary 

to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 

the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the Salaries and I 

Expenses of the Fishery Board in Scotland, and for grants in aid of 

Piers or Quays.” I 
DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, Mr. Buchanan. ... by ... 944 I 

North) ... SF on Sir Wiliam Wedderburn ... 946 

Captain Sinelair ... say ORD Dr. Clark ese ud a O47 ! 

Mr. Weir ... ie saa Mr. A. G. Murray ae x (OaT 
Motion made, and Question put— 

“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100.”—(M>. Weir.) s 
The Committee divided :-—-Ayes. 18; Noes, 80. (Division List, No. 270.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed— p 
“That a sum, not exceeding £15,969, be granted for the said Service.’— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 
DIscUSSION :— . 
The Chancellor of the Ex- Mr. Buchanan ... vr .«» 962 
chequer (Sir M. Hicks- Dr, Clark ba ee ... 953 
Beach, Bristol, W.) ... 951 P 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 26 ; Noes, 72. (Division List, No. 271.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. McLeod i <. BBB Mr. A. G. Murray A ie “ODD T 
It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 
; R 
Resolution to he reported upon Monday next ; Committee report Progress ; 
to sit again upon Monday next. 
House adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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LORDS: MONDAY, 17TH JULY 1899. 
LO Sat First—The Ear. of Lrypsry—Sat first in Parliament after the death of 
LO his father mr ae er wi si Sie ce ie ... 957 
LO 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
London County Council (General Powers) Bill——Report of Her Majesty’s 
Attorney-General, received, and ordered to lie on the Table se ace. OBE 
i City and Brixton Railway Bill—-Committee to meet on Thursday next .... 957 
Brighton Marine Palace and Pier Bill [Lords]; Glasgow Corporation 
(Gas and Water) Bill eae, —Commons Amendments considered, and 
pest to aa a ne a a 0 eee 
Millwall Dock Bill—Read the third time, and passed = oe ce S87 
Redditch Gas Bill; Blackpool Improvement Bill—Iead the third time, 
with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 957 
{ Burgh Police (Scotland) Provisional Order Bill; Local Government 
p Provisional Order (No. 15) Bill —Brought from the Commons «x 3 
, Ayr Burgh eens from the Commons, with the Amendments 


agreed to ee : oe: aa DET 


South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Companies 
Bill—Keturned from the Commons, with the Amendments agreed to, with 
Amendments ... Re , a0 ae os ah on <ae. SUE 


Burgh Police (Scotland) Provisional Order Bill (No. 167); Local 
Government Provisional Order (No. 15) Bill (No. sae Sai a first 


time, to be printed ; and referred to the Tasch 957 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 20) Bill—Committed ; the Com- 


mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection ae 957 
Piers and Harbours Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—House in Committee 
[according to Order]; an Amendment made ; Standing Committee nega- 
tived ; the Report of the Amendment to be received To-morrow = 988 
RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES — No, 2318, Trade of Shanghai, for the 
year 1898 re ve sak si en Shs re sia ee 


or 
v2) 


Raitway ReTuRNS—Return as to the capital, ‘traffic, receipts, and working 
expenditure, &c., of the railway companies of the United Kingdom for the 
year 1898 ; presented [by Comm: ind |, and ordered to lie upon the Table... 958 


Court or PropatE Diviston (Hic Court or Justice) (IRELAND)—Annual 
Accounts of Receipts and Disbursements for the year ended 31st Decem- 
ber, 1598; laid before the House [pursuant to Act], and ordered to lie 
upon the Table... ae ae ae LA ro fa rey ae eee 
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Poor Law Acts Amendment Bill [Lords|—Petition for amendment of, of 


the Guardians of the Poor of Plymouth ; read, and ordered to lic on the 
Table 


QOUESTIONS. 
CEYLON WASTE LANDS ORDINANCE. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Stanley of Alderley... 958 The Earl of Wemyss 
Lord Stanmore oe it Wes 
The Under Secretary of State 

for the Colonies (The Earl 


of Selborne) 970 
Witp Birps Act (IRELAND). 
DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Mayo... ... 976 The Earl of Denbigh 
VOLUNTEER RIFLE RANGES. 
Discussion :— 
The Earlof Dartmouth .... 977 Eurl Spencer... ss 
The Earl of Wemyss os ee The Marquess of Lansdowne 
The Secretary of State for The Earl of Dartmouth ... 
War (The Marquess of 
Lansdowne) ve ww OND 


Factory AND WorksHops ACTS (OUTWORKERS), 
DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Aberdeen J Spee Lord Belper... oo we 


Moved, That a humble Address be presented to Her Majesty, praying that a 
statement be included in the next Annual Report of the Chief Inspector of 
Factories, showing the number of persons whose names are registered as 
outworkers in accordance with the provisions of the Factory and Work- 
shop Acts, which require that the names of such persons employed in cer- 
tain specified trades should be returned periodically to the Factory 
Inspectors. —(The Viscount Gordon, E. Aberdeen.) Agreed to, and ordered 
accordingly, 


Commons and Open Spaces Bill [Lords}—(Tuirp Reapinc|—Order of 
the Day for the Third Reading read. 
Moved, “ That the Bill be read the third time.”—(Lord Burghelere.) 
Viscount Cross 
On Question, agreed to. 


Read the third time, accordingly ; Amendments made ; Bill passed, and 
sent to the Commons : 


Sea Fisheries Bill | Lords|—House in Committee [according to Order] ; Bill 
reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to 
be read the third time To-morrow 
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Gordon Memorial College at Khartoum Bill [l.ords}—{Srconp ReEApIn«. | 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 


Bill read the second time [according to Order] ; and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House To-morrow. 


House adjourned at half-past Six of the clock. 





COMMONS: MONDAY, 17TH JULY 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILts [ Lords]—(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz.: Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]; Tramways 
Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill | Lords]—Ordered, That the ils 
be read a second time To-morrow sae ne xa 


— ham Corporation Bill: Milton Creek Conservancy Bill : 
oking Water - Gas Bill—Lords Amendments iam and 
agreed to : . : yes eS : 


Greenock and Port Glasgow tomes 2 s Bill aoe! Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Board (Pilotage) Bill [Lords|—Read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments 


London and South-Western Railway Bill [! apne bei age Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords]—Read a second time, and committed . 


Burgh Police casita one demas Bill—Read the third time, 
and passed ; ; : aes : ae ee 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [Lords]; 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill | Lords] ; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill ka 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill [Lords] ; 
Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]; Gas and Water 
Orders Confirmation -_ [Lords]|—Read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments ... 9... sees a ae ae ae ae 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 15) Bill—[THirp Reaprnc.] 
—Order for Third Reading read. 


Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Louth) ... 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords|—Read the third time, and 
passed, without Amendment ... ee — ais eae ae 
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Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on epied Bill—Petition from Shillington, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table... ie a .» 969 


Tithe Rent- Charge (Rates) Bill——Petition from South: se: ali against ; to 
lie upon the Table —... .- 989 


WoRKHOUSES (CONFINEMENT CASES) (DETENTION OF MOTHERS OF ILLEGITI- 
MATE CHILDREN)—Petition from Orsett, for alteration of law ; to lie upon 
the Table = os ise see ee ae na oe .. 989 
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Army ComMIssions—Return presented, relative thereto [Address 30th June 
Mr. Pirie]; to lie upon the Table... ais ie oe is ... 989 


Raitway Rerurns—Copy presented, of Return as to the Capital, Traftic Re- 
ceipts, and Working Expenditure, &c., of the Railway Companies of the 
United Kingdom for the year 1898 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 989 


Court oF Propate Division (HigH Court or Justice) (IRELAND)—Annual 
Account presented, of Receipts and Disbursements for the year ended 
31st December, 1898 Uby vale to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 280.) Bee ss se os sas so8 <n sek p OO 


GLANDERS (DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE)—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Departmental Committee appointed by the Board of Agriculture to inquire 
into and report upon the working of the Diseases of “Animals Acts in so 
far as they relate to Glanders ; “together with the Minutes of Evidence, 
Appendices, &e. [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... oak 1. 989 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)-—-Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2318 [hy Command]; to lie upon the 
Table... sie re sy sk Bey Es 5 ie ... 989 


Tunis (Exports From GREAT BRITAIN AND FRANCE)-—Address for “ Return 
showing ‘the value of goods exported into Tunis by Great Britain and 
France respectively in the years 1880, 1885, 1890, 1895, and 1897.” 

(Mr. Crombie.) ... soe ne ee oa eC - ane oa SOU 


QUESTIONS. 


British NAVAL OFFICERS IN THE SOUDAN—Question, Lord Charles Beresford 
(York); Answer, The First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square)... van met bak Ws ot --. 990 


ARTIFICIAL DyrEs For NAvy SERGE—Question, Lord Charles Beresford 
(York); Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, 
Antrim,S.)  ... ae ie ts Oe as ie a an SO 

Army MEDICAL SERVICE EXAMINATIQN—Question, Captain Greville (Bradford, 

FE.) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover)... — eae Lik ar ‘Ss anf ess ae isa BUT 


3ARRACKS, NEW AND OLD—Question, Sir J. Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... 
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sittings of the House, and may be entered upon at any hour, though 
opposed ; and that at the conclusion of Government business each day 
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DISCUSSION :— 

Sir Rk. B. Finlay ... ... 1079 

Mr. Lough... - ... 1080 

Mr. Radcliffe Cooke (Here- 
i ws 

Sir John Leng... ... 1080 

Mr. Long ... ..- 1081 

Sir Walter Foster ... «» 1081 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 75 ; Noes, 1 


New clause :— 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Pag 


Mr. Pickersgill ... ..- 1082 
Mr. Samuel Evans BAS ... 1082 
Mr. Channing (Northampton, £.) 1082 
Mr. Duckworth (Lancashire, Mid- 


dleton) sas ie .-» 1083 
Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) ... si ..- 1084 


5, (Division List, No. 273.) 


“(1) The Local Government Board shall appoint a Standing Committee of 
Reference on Food Standards, to be composed as follows :—Each of the follow- 
ing bodies—that is to say, the Society of Public Analysts, the General Medical] 
Council, the Institute of Chemistry, and the Pharmaceutical Society—shall 
name a representative, and the Local Government Board shall, if it think fit, 
appoint such nominee to be a Member of the Standing Committee of Reference 


on Food Standards. 


Sut if the Local Government Board object to any person 


so nominated, it may require any of the bodies aforenamed to nominate three 
persons, from whom the Local Government Board shall select one as the repre- 
sentative of that body on the said Standing Committee. The principal officer 
of the Government Laboratory at Somerset House shall, ex-officio, be a member 
of the said Committee. The Local Government Board and the Board of Agri- 
culture shall each nominate one representative, and the Board of Trade shall 
nominate two members engaged in commerce. And the said Standing Com- 
mittee shall, after such notice and such inquiry as they shall think fit, be em- 
powered to make such orders as they from time to time think proper respecting 
standards of the quality and purity of food and drugs, and to determine what 
deficiency of the normal contents o any article of food or drug, or what addition 
of extraneous matter, or what proportion of water in any article of food or drug 
shall raise a presumption, until the contrary is proved, that the article in question 
is not genuine or is injurious to health, and such orders, if and when they have 
been confirmed by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State, shall have 
the force of law. Provided always, that in any case where a standard of the 
quality or purity of any article of food or drugs is prescribed by Statute this 


section shall not apply. 


“(2) The members of the Standing Committee of Reference on Food 
Standards shall be remunerated for their services out of moneys to be provided 
by Parliament on such a scale as the Treasury may determine. The Local 
Government Board shall nominate a member of the Committee to act as chair- 
man, three shall form a quorum, and the chairman shall have a casting but not 


a deliberate vote ”—(Sir Charles Cameron) ; 


brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“ That the clause be read a second 


time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Long ... ae ... 1087 
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Question put. 
82 oe + cats ‘ 
o The House divided :— Ayes, 84; Noes, 194. (Division List, No. 274.) 
Oe 
8? 
New clause :— 
83 “‘ Any inspector appointed by any local authority, or by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, under this Act, shall have power—(a) at all reasonable times to 
84 enter any public or private sale-room occupied or used by merchants, brokers, 


wholesale dealers, or other persons, and to any public or private warehouse, 
factory, store, quay, ship, or barge where food or drugs are offered for sale or 
deposited for the purpose of sale or carriage, and to pnrehase, seize, or procure 
samples of such food or drugs ; (4) to purchase, seize, or procure samples of any 
food or drugs at the time of delivery, or at any railway station or other place 
during transit, or upon the premises of or elsewhere in the possession of any 
person for the purpose of carriage ”»—(Mr. Kearley) ; 


brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the clause be read a second 


time.” 
DISCUSSION :— 

Sir Rk. B. Finlay ... ... 1104 Mr. J. H. Johnstone (Susser, 

Mr. John Burns... 1105 Horsham)... a sso LEGS 

Mr. Hobhouse (Somerset. tshire, Mr. Samuel Evans ome ..- 1109 
E.) “— 1106 Dr. Clark si oe ous Eee 
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Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea Mr. Kilbride... 1112 
District) iss ..- 1108 Mr. Jonathan Samuel (Stockton) 1112 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 50; Noes, 177. (Division List, No. 275.) 


Further consideration, as amended, deferred till To-morrow. 


University of London Act (1898) aera a a second “ 
and committed for To-morrow. ns + RES 


Congested Districts Board ataiadin Bill—[Seconp Reapinc}—Order for 
Second Reading read. A, wis ‘ss si éoe EG 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a second 


Mf time,” 
ID 
i DISCUSSION :— 
‘ 
7 Dr. Clark (Caithness) ssw SERS Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8.) . 1115 
8 The Chief Secretary for Ire- Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 1115 
0 land (Mr. G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) ... eo ADLS 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for To-morrow. 








Ixxxvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 17.] Page Jul 
SUPPLY [71H Juty|—Resolutions reported. SU 


CiviL SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1899-1900. 


Cxass ITI. 


“That a sum, not exceeding £39,232, be granted to Her M: vjesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for 
the Salaries of the Law Officers’ Department ; the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Department of the Solicitor for the Affairs of Her Majesty’s Treasury, 
Queen’s Proctor, and Director of Public Prosecutions ; the Costs of Prose- 
cutions, of other Legal Proceedings, and of Parliamentary Agency.” 

“That; a sum, not exceeding £23,200, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in ME 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, 
for certain Miscellaneous Legal Expenses, including a Grant in Aid of the 
Expenses of the Incorporated Law Society.” 

“That a sum, not exceeding £206,527, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, 
for such of the Salaries and Expenses of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
as are not charged on the Consolidated Fund.” 


“That a sum, not exceeding £16,742, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
nts the sum necessary to defray the Char. ge which will come in course 
of Lp ewes the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Oitice of the Land Registry.” 

5. “That a sum, not exceeding £29,714, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
senna the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, 
we the Salaries and Expenses connected with the County Courts.” 

“That a sum, not exceeding £40,968, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
te the sum necessary to “defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the Sst day of March, 1900, 
for the Salaries of the Commissioner and Assistant Commissioners of the 
Metropolitan Police, and of the Receiver for the Metropolitan Police 
District, the Pay and Expenses of Officers of Metropolitan Police employed Me 
on special duties, and the Salaries and Expenses of the Inspectors of 
Constabulary.” M 

7. “That a sum, not exceeding £415,161, be granted to Her Majesty, . 
to winaiine the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the yee uw ending on the 31st di ay of March, 1900, La 
for the Expenses of the Prisons in England, Wales, and the Colonies.” | 


8. “That a sum, not exceeding £124,195, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day March, 1900, 
for the Expense of the Maintenance of Juvenile Offenders in Reformatory, 
Industrial, and Day Industrial Schools in Great Britain, and of the In- 
ie of Reformatories.” 

“That a sum, not exceeding £21,942, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
aise the sum necessary to defray the Ch: irge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 

1900, for the Maintenance of Criminal Lunatics in the Broadmoor Criminal 
Lunatic Asylum.” Un 


Tr 


Resolutions agreed to. 
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SUPPLY—{l4tu Jury. |—Resolution reported. 


CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1899-1900, 
Cxiass II. 


“That a sum, not exceeding £8,858, be granted to Her Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending 31st day of March, 1900, for the Salaries 
and Expenses ‘of the Office of Her Majesty’s Secretary for Scotland and 
Subordinate Offices.” 


Resolution agreed to. 
METROPOLITAN POLICE (SALARIES)—Considered in Committee. 


Motion made, and Question proposed 


“That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys provided by 
Parliament, of the Salaries of the Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis, the 
Receiver of the Metropolitan Police District, and the Assistant Commissioners 
of Police of the Metropolis.” —(Secretary Sir Matthew White Liidley.) 





DISCUSSION :— 
Dr. Clark (Caithness) ce DEES Mr. Caldwell (Lanark, Mid.) ... (118 
The Secretary of State jor the 
Home Department (Sir M. 
White Ridley, Lancashire, 
Blackpool) ea oo SS 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 


Trout Fishing Annual Close Time (Scotland) Bill {Lords|—Order for 
resuming adjourned Debate on Second Reading [12th June] read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn ... ie jms bes ae a «. 1119 


Metropolitan Streets Act (1867) Amendment Bill—Order for Second 


Reading read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn __... -- 1119 


Money- -Lending Bill [Lords|—-Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 
charged ; Bill withdrawn be ve ae Ae oh ut, os 1219 


Land Tax Commissioners’ Names Bill—Read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next. Ordered, That the Members for counties do prepare 
lists of the Christian and surnames of Commissioners for executing the 
Land Tax Acts for their respective counties. Ordered, That Members for 
boroughs and places having Commissioners executing e xelusive jurisdiction 
within the same under the said Acts do prepare similar lists of Commis- 
‘sioners for executing the said Acts within such boroughs and places 
respectively. Ordered, That Members for other boroughs and places do 
prepare similar lists of ‘Commissioners for executing the ‘said Acts for the 
counties in which such last-mentioned boroughs and places are situate. — 
(Mr. Hanbury.) .. on oe We eas Ae Yr wat ves DEES 


Universities (Scotland) Acts Amendment Bill—Order for resuming 
adjourned Debate on Second ne [9th March] read, and phase _— 


Bill withdrawn ae 2 its — Suis i as . 1119 
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Undersized Fish Bill—Order for Second demu read, and canes —Bill 


withdrawn 


Tithe Rent-Charge (Ireland) Bill—Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 
charged.—Bill withdrawn 


Parish Churches (Scotland) Bill ‘eed for Second Reading read, 


and discharged.—Bill withdrawn 


Licensing Exemption (Houses of Parliament) Bill—Order for resuming 
adjourned Debate on Second Reading [23rd February | read, and discharged. 
—Bill withdrawn : - 


Congested Districts Board (Ireland) (Expenses)—Committce to consider 
of authorising the payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, 
of an annual sum to the Congested Districts Board for the purposes of Sub- 
section 3 of Section 43 of The Purchase of Land (Ireland) Act, 1891, and 
for other purposes of the Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Acts, in 
pursuance of any Act of the present session to amend certain provisions of 
The Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896, affecting the Congested Districts 
Board, and to make further provision for the expenses of that Board out of 
money provided by Parliament [Queen’s Recommendation signified], To- 
morrow. —(MVr. Gerald Balfour) ; vs 


Navat Works (CONSOLIDATED FUNDs)—Committee to consider of making 
further provision for the construction of works and acquisition of land in 
the United Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes of the Royal Navy, 
and of authorising the payment, out’ of the Consolidated Fund, of such 
sums as may be necessary for those purposes [Queen’s Recommendation 
signified |, To-morrow.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain) ... i. PAP 


a 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of this day, Mr. 
Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


House adjourned accordingly at One of the clock. 





LORDS: TUESDAY, 18TH JuLy 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
STANDING OrDERS CoMMITTEE—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 


complied with in respect of the West Metropolitan Railway B ill ought to 
be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed to proceed... 


Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway Bill; veal aieananie Bill— 


Committee to meet on Thursday next 


Bootle Corporation Bill; Menstone Water Bill—Committee to meet on 
Friday next : : i i 


Furness Railway Bill [Lords]; Glasgow Corporation (Tramways, &c.) 
Bill [Lords]; Kirkcaldy Corporation and Tramways Bill [Lovds] ; 
South- Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Com- 
panies Bill—-Commons Ame sndments consider ed, and agreed to ... 


Dublin Corporation Bill; Dublin Corporation (Markets) Bill—Leave 
given to the Select Committee to adjourn over To-morrow 
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Great Western and Great Central Railway oe — 
from the Select Committee, with Amendments = : 


Sheffield Corporation Markets Bill——Reported, with Amendments 
London and North-Western Railway ; (New aeeataean Bill—Report 


from the Select Committee, with Ammendmenta 


South-Eastern and London, Chatham and Dover oe Companies 
(New Lines) Bill— Reported, with Amendments.. 


Warrington Corporation Bill—Reported, with Amendments 


West Metropolitan Railway Bill—Moved, That the Order made on the 
9th March last, “That no Private Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday, the 27th day of June 
next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be read a second time ; agreed 
to; Bill read a second time accordingly, and committed : The Committee 
to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill ae Read the third — and 
passed, and sent to the Commons " 


Great Western Railway Bill; Central London a Bill; Fish- 
guard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill; Manchester 
Corporation (General Powers) Bill; London United Tram- 
ways Bill; London and North-Western Railway (Additional 
Powers) Bill—Read the third time, with the Amendments, and nr 
and returned to the Commons : ; ae 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders No. 10) 1 Bill Lords]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill [Lords]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill |Lords|; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill [Lords]; Gas Orders 
Confirmation (No. 1) Bill{ Lords]; Gas ian Water Orders Confirma- 
tion Bill [Lords]; Water Orders ——— _ a 


Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Birmingham Corporation Bill; Milton Creek esata Bill ; 
Woking Water and Gas B Bill—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to wi ses val bias she 


Greenock and Port Glasgow Tramways Bill ee ere from the 
Commons agreed to, w ith Amendments 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Pilotage) Bill {Lords|—Returned 
from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments ; The said Amendments 


considered, and agreed to 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Tramways and Improvement Bill; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill; West Metropolitan Railway 
Bill; Harrow and Uxbridge Railway Bill; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Order (No. 20) Bill—Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the 
Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bills, viz. :—L. Kenyon, 
L. Ribblesdale (chairman), L. Granard (£. Granard), L. Plunket, L. 
Greville. Agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly : The 
Committee to meet on Thursday next, at Twelve o’clock ; and all petitions 
referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel 
for the Bills... ae es avs aes ae oi ei as 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—House in Committee 
[according to Order]: The Amendments proposed by the Chairman of 
Committees’ Committee made; Standing Committee negatived; The 
Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill—Iead the third time 
[according to Order], with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to 
the Commons ... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. sedi Bill—Read the third 
time [according to Order], and passed ; : : ‘ 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—House in Com- 
mittee [according to Order]: Amendments made ; Standing Committee 
negatived. The Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday 
next 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Amendments 
reported [according to Order], and Bill to be read the third time on Thurs- 
day next 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 
TrapE Reports (1899) (ANNUAL SERIES)—No. 2319. Philippine Islands 


DisEASES OF ANIMALS ACT—eport of the Departmental Committee appointed 
by the Board of Agriculture to inquire into and report upon the wor king 
of the Diseases of ‘Animals Acts in so far as they relate to glanders, and 
to consider whether any more effectual measures can with adv: intage be 
taken to prevent the spread of that disease; together with the Minutes 
of Evidence, Appendices, etc. Presented [by Command], and ordered to 
lie on the Table bs en seit 


Seats for Shop Assistants (England and Ireland) Bill, now Seats for 
Shop Assistants Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee, with 
further Amendments. The Report of the Amendments made in Com 
mittee of the Whole House and by the Standing Committee to be received 
on Thursday next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 169.) 


Oysters Bill | Lords|—The evidence taken before the Select Committee to be 
printed for the use of the Members of this House ; but no copies thereof 
to be delivered, except to Members of the Committee, until further Order. 
(No. 170.) 


Metropolis Management Acts Amendment (Bye-Laws) Bill | Lords|— 


Commons Amendments to be considered on Thursday next 


Poor Law Acts ss rpaemaee Bill nia ,ords |—Amendments reported [according 
to Order] <— xe nee in sds 


Further Amendment moved— 
“Tn Clause 1, page 1, line 12, after ‘deficiency,’ to insert ‘or of vicious.’” 
—(Lord Harris.) 
On Question, “That these words he here inserted,” agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 1, page 1, line i, to leave out ‘vicious habits or mode of life.” 


* —(Thé Lord Norton.) 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Harris oe soc LEZO The Earl of Kimberley ... 


On question, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question”, agreed to. 


Moved, “ That'Standing Order No. XX XIX. be considered in order to 
its being dispensed with”; agreed to, and the said Standing Order dis- 
pensed with accordingly ; Bill read the third time, and passed, and sent to 
the Commons. 


Sea Fisheries Bill (Lords ]—Read the third time [according to Order or} and 
passed, and sent to the Commons ‘es Ae ae : 


Gordon Memorial College at Khartoum Bill [Lords]|—House in Com- 
mittee [according to Order]: Bill reported without Amendment : Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third time on Thursday 


next 
LAND Acts (IRELAND)—Moved, “That the question of compensation to the 
Irish landowners for injuries inflicted upon them by recent legislation 


demands the immediate attention of Her Majesty’s Government.’ 


DISCUSSION :— 


Lord Inchiquin  ... ..» 1128 The Marquess of ee 

The Duke of Abercorn scien EES Lord Clonbrock 

Lord Farnham 7 ce LEO The Earl of Muyo Soe 

The Lord Chancellor of Ire- The Secretary of State Jor War 
land (Lord Ashbourne) ... 1146 (The Murquess of Lansdowne) 


Small Houses (Acquisition of Ownership) Bill—To he read a second 
time on Friday next.—(The Earl of Selborne) boa wis vs ; 


Companies Bill {Lords|—House to be in Committee on Thursday next 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Eight of the clock. 


COMMONS: TUESDAY, 18ru JULY 1899. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON TRADE, &c.—Ordered, That the Standing Committee 
on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping and M: anufactures, 
have leave to sit To-morrow during the sitting of the House—(Lord 
Edinond Fitzmaurwe) ... sl a0 ane sine tas 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMPTION OF GOVERNMENT BUSINESS). (Divi- 
sion List, No. 272)—-Mr. ANSTRUTHER and Captain Norton, the Tellers 
for the Aye Lobby, in the Division of yesterday on the Main Question, 
came to the Table and stated that they had erroneously reported the 
number of the Ayes as 226 instead of 286, which was the proper number. 
Ordered, That the Clerk do correct the said error in the Journal by stating 
the number of the Ayes in that Division as 286, instead of 226 ... pan 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

Lincoln and East Coast Railway and Dock Bill; Lowestoft Prom- 

enade Pier Bill—-Lords Amendment considered, and agreed to. . 1165 
Brooke’s Park ais es A Bill a the third siti and 

passed, without Amendment . . 1165 
South Hants Water Bill [Lords]—(Queen’s Consent signified)—Read the 

third time, and passed, with Amendments: ... = a . 1165 
Buenos Ayres and Pacific Railway tiated Bill alelaa —Not amended, 

considered ; to be read the third time an . 1165 
Lea Bridge District Gas Bill ‘ea Tike As amended, considered ; to be read 

the third time ... ; nF . 1165 
Portsmouth Corporation Bill [Lords]; Rochdale Canal Bill [Lords] ; 

Weston- — -Mare — Pier Bill me ;|}—Read a second time, 

and committed.. ha se ae . 1166 
Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]; Tramways Orders Con- 

firmation (No. 3) Bill | Lords|—Read a second time, and committed ... 1166 
North-Eastern and Hull. and Barnsley (Joint Dock) Bill [Lords] ; 

Great Eastern Railway (General Powers) Bill [Lords|—Reported, 

with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed . 1166 
Private Bitts (Group M)—Mr. Laurence Harpy reported from the Com- 

mittee on Group M of Private Bills ; that, for the convenience of parties, 

the Committee had adjourned until Thursday next, at Eleven of the 

clock. Report to lie upon the Table . 1166 

PETITIONS. 

INEBRIATES ACT, 1898— Petition from Liverpool, for alteration of Law ; to lie 

upon the Table _ ous sis see is ie ..- 1166 
Local Government 4pm Act (1894) Amendment Bill—Petition 

from Old Cumnock, in favour ; to lie upon the Table - . 1166 
Poor LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) Act, 1845—Petitions for alteration of 

Law, from Kippen, and Monkton and Prestwick ; to lie upon the Table ... 1166 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Bill— Petition fron Pitten- 

weem, in favour ; to lie upon the Table “eh mn ae ..» 1166 
Sale of Food and Drugs Bill—Petition from London and other a 

for alteration ; to lie upon the Table ws " , . 1166 
Sale of coon my J Liquors on spiteaien Bill—Petition from Liver she 

in favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘ .- 1167 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LiQuoRS TO CHILDREN—Petition from Colne, for 

Alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table ‘ . 1167 
Tithe Rent-Charge sighted Bill—Petition from rates against ; to lie 

upon the Table ii ve was és . . 1160 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


Army Commissions—Return [presented 17th July] to be printed. (No, 281.) 1167 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2319 [by Command] to lie - the 
Table... a isi we a ‘i oxo AEG 


QUESTIONS. 
NELSON MoNnuMENT ON PorTSDOWN Hit~—Question, Sir J. Fergusson 
(Manchester, N.E.); Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.)  ... as a Bs sas ELON 





ENFIELD Factory ACCIDENT—-Question, Captain Bowles (Middlesex, Enfield) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... 1168 


GOVERNMENT WORKMEN AND VOLUNTEER TRAININGS Question,—Captain 
Bowles (Middlesex, Enfield); Answer, The Under Secretary of State 
for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) _ ... sit sak por roe .-. 1168 


Spirit TRAFFIC IN NIGERIA—Question, Mr. J. H. Roberts (Denbighshire, W.); 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, WO. xe ae ah ots be <u pide .- 1168 


NONCONFORMIST MINISTERS AS (GUARDIANS—Question, Mr. Goddard 
(Ipswich) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. 
T. W. Russell, Tyrone, a... ee sos - oe , ~os LEGS 


TirHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL—Question, Mr. Carvell Williams (Notting- 
he “ag ve Mansfield) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture 
(Mr. Long, Liverpool, West Derby) ip bis side ist ie vow DEO 


VENTILATION OF THE Division Loppres—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon 
(Hythe) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, 


Kent, St. Augustine's s) Pa es ibs oe av iss - SEG 
TEACHERS’ SUPERANNUATION: ACT—Question, Mr, Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) ; 

Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire)... von eee 
Case oF Mary ANSELL—Question, Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) ; Answer, 

The Secretary of State for the Home Department = M. White — 

Lancashire, Blackpool) at? sb ai ‘as sess SERS 


UNCONVICTED PRISONERS—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home en — M. White 


Ridley, ‘Lancashire, Blackpool) iia ‘ - Ag 
HANDCUFFING PRISONERS IN PuBLIC—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, 

W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir M. 

White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) os ties pen oe sae LES 
CoNVICTION OF TODMORDEN Boys—Question, Sir Fortescue Flannery (York- 

shire, Shipley) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 

ment (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) Sia ee os 2293 


SITTINGS OF PARLIAMENT—Question, Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester); Answer, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) —... 1173 
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BUSINESS OF THE Hovse—Questions, Captain Sinclair (Forfarshire), Mr. 
Dillon (Mayo, E.), and Mr. Longh (Islington, W.); Answers, The First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) sie os 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorpDs—That they have agreed to, Millwall Dock Bill, 
without Amendment. Redditch Gas Bill; Blackpool Improvement Bill, 
with Amendments. Amendments to, Brighton Marine Palace and Pier 
Bill [Lords] ; Glasgow Corporation (Gas and Water) Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to amend section one 
of the Poor Law Act, 1889, section four of The Poor Law (Apprentices, &c.) 
Act, 1851, and section four of The Pauper Inmates Discharge and Regula- 
tion Act, 1871.” [Poor Law Acts Amendment Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Aet to amend the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 
1882, and the Law relating to Commons and Open Spaces.” [Commons 
and Open Spaces Bill [ Lords]. 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to amend the Law relating to Sea 
Fisheries.” [Sea Fisheries Bill [Lords] = re se Ae ot0 AED 


NEW BILLS. 


LocAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) Act (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 3)—Bill to 
amend the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, as to the election of 
Burghal Parish Councillors, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Edmund 
Robertson, Sir Charles Cameron, Sir William Dunn, and Sir John Leng... 1176 


LAND DeEpicaTion—-Bill to facilitate the Dedication of Land to the public 
enjoyment, ordered to be brought in by Sir John Brunner, Mr. Bryce, 
Lord Balearres, Mr. Lionel Holland, and Mr. Thomas Shaw ree ce: LEGS 


EpuCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES)—Bill to make further provision for Educa- 
tion in England and Wales, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Alfred 
Hutton, Sir John Brunner, Mr. Lloyd-George, and Mr. Broadhurst oss LUTE 


Exvectric LiGHTING Act (1882) AMENDMENT—Bill to amend the Electric 
Lighting Act (1882), ordered to be brought in by Sir John Dorington, Mr. 
Hobhouse, Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice, Sir William Houldsworth, Colonel 
Lockwood, and Mr. Humphreys-Owen Hie ; son. REGO 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment (No. 3) Bill—‘“ To 
amend the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, as to the election of 
Burghal Parish Councillors,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read 
a second time upon Monday next, and to printed. (Bill 273.) ... .. 1176 


Land Dedication Bill—*“ To facilitate the Dedication of Land to the public 
enjoyment,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. (Bill 274)... a Tat ... 1176 


Education (England and Wales) Bill—“ To make further provisions for 
Education in England and Wales,” presented and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday, 31st July, and to be printed. 


Te a a yas uw: SETE 
Electric Lighting Act (1882) Amendment Bill—“ ‘To amend the Electric 


Lighting Act, 1882,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. (Bill 276.) ... son AEE 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Sale of Food and Drugs Bill— As amended (by the Standing Committee), 
further considered. 


New clause— 

“Tt shall be unlawful to manufacture, sell, expose for sale, or import any 
margarine which is coloured so as to imitate or resemble butter, and every 
person who manufactures, sells, exposes for sale, or imports any margarine so 
coloured shall be guilty of an offence under the Margarine Act, 1887.”— 
(Mr. Lambert) ; 


brought wp and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this clause be read a second 
time, 


DISCUSSION :— 


The President of the Board - Sir Thomas Esmonde (Kerry, W.) 1195 
of Agriculture (Mr. Long, Mr. Jeffreys (Hants, N.) «. JE96 
Liverpool, West Derby) ... (179 Mr, Colville (Lanark, N.E.) — ... 1198 

Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Colonel Kenyon -Slaney (Shrop- 
Thanet) ... ae Jc heen shire, Newport) ne oc ASS 

Mr. Long ... be as LES Dy, Clark (Caithness)... ... 1199 

Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ... 1182 The First Lovd of the Treasury 

Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorks, (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manches- 
N.R., Thirsk)... Jon DLS ter, E.) Sea ans ... 1200 

Mr. Lahouchere (Northamp- Sir John Leng (Dundee) ... 1200 
ton) see Po soo LUS4 Mr, Strachey (Somerset, 8.) «0 L200 

Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ... 1187 Mr, Kilbride (Galway, N.) ... 1201 

Sir Walter Foster (Derby- Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Bright- 
shire, Ilkeston)... cea, 2E9O side) ... me ag ... 1201 

Mr. J. Lowther... «oc DESI Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, 

Sir William Harcourt (Mon- Camlachie) ... Me sos L202 
mouthshire, W.)... jens ASS Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, 

Mr. Vietor Cavendish (Derby- By aie fa . 1908 


shire, IV.) 2 seo S898 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 68; Noes, 297. (Division List, No. 276.) 


New clause 

“(1) A warranty shall only be accepted as a defence under the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act in cases where the package has remained intact, and bulk has 
not been broken. 

««(2) Where there is intention on the part of the person proceeded against 
to rely upon a warranty as a defence, the person so proceeded against shall forth- 
with, on 1eceipt. of summons, at once give written notice to the court in which 
proceedings are taken that he holds a warranty, and giving the name and address 
of the person from whom he received it, such person being a resident in the 
United Kingdom, and that he has sent notice of his intention to such person, 
and the court shall thereupon at once associate the name of the giver of such 
warranty as one of the defendants in the ease, and proceedings shall be con- 
tinued with such adjournments as the court may deem necessary for the due 
hearing of the case.” —(General Laurie) ; 


brought up, and read the first time. 


Question proposed, ‘ That the clause be now read a second time.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... ves .»- 1209 Mr. Jonathan Samuel ommund 1210 
General Laurie (Pembroke Mr. Long cus DD 
and Haverfordwest) ..- 1209 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea 
District) ... nas ... 1210 


Motion and clause, by leave, withdrawn. 
New clause— 

“Tt shall be unlawful to sell or pe mee any milk, cream, condensed, sone 
ted, or skimmed milk, to which any colouring matter has been added.”—(Mr. 
Strachey) ; 

brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Long ie ... 1212 Captain Sinelair (Forfarshire) ... 1215 
Dr. Clark ... se «so Ske Mr. Humphreys-Owen —(Mont- 
Mr. A. J. Moore (London- gomery) ... 1216 
ee ... 1213 Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ... 1216 
Mr. Robson (South Shields)... 1213 The Solicitor-General (Sir R. B. 
Mr. Radcliffe Cooke hams Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 1216 
ford)... f ... 1214 Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) 1218 
Sir Walter Foster ... ... 1214 Captain Norton (Newington, W A 1218 
Mr. Muntz (JI ‘arwickshire, 
Tamworth) oe em bj bs 


Question put. 
The House divided : —Ayes, 57; Noes, 238. (Division List, No. 277.) 


New clause—- 
“Tt shall be unlawful to sell or import for sale any liquid under the name 
cider or perry, unless the same be made from the juice of apples or pears only.” 
—(Mr. Strachey) ; 


brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the clause be read a second 
time. 


DIScuSSION :— 
Mr. Radcliffe Cooke sas eel Mr. Long ne ae _.. 1292 
Question put, and negatived. 
New clasuse— 
“Tt shall be unlawful to sell or import for sale any margarine, butter, milk, 


cream, or bacon with which horacie acid, salicylic ac id, formalin, bisulphite of 
lime, or other preservative, excepting salt, has been mixed.” —(Mr. Channing) ; 


brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the clause be read a second 
time,’ 








Ju 








ye 


i | 


6 
8 


WY 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. xeVii 


July 18.] Page 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Long ... 1226 Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 1229 
Mr, Lough... ; .-. 1226 Dr. Clark am ee ... 1229 
Mr. Strachey i ave Uae Mr. Channing ... ay .. 1239 
Sir Walter Foster ... 1228 Mr, Long i ve ... 1229 
Mr. Kearley 1228 


Motion and Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘Kingdom,’ to insert the words ‘for 


consumption therein.’ ”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Question, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted,” put, and negatived, 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 1, line 7, before the word ‘margarine,’ to insert the words ‘ butter 
and cheese.’”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Rh. B. Finlay ... ce 12 Mr. Jonathan Samuel... «oo US 
Sir Rh. B. Finl 1230 Vr. Jonathan 8 l 1230 
Question put, and negatived. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 7, to leave out the words ‘or margarine cheese,’ ” - 


(Mr. Colville.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘or margarine cheese,’ stand part of 
the Bill.’ 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir h. B. Finlay ... ... 1231 Mr. Alexander Cross... ... 1232 
Sir Charles Cameron (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton) ... ... 1231 


Question put. 
The House divided.—Ayes, 157 ; Noes, 19. (Division List, No. 278.) 
Amendment proposed— 

In page 1, line 10, to leave out the words ‘or impoverished.’ ”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ or impoverished’ stand part of the 
Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Weir(Rossand Cromarty) 1233 Sir Charles Cameron... .-- 1235 
The Secretary of the Local Mr.-Kearley... ee ..» 1236 
Government Board (Mr. J. Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr 
W. Russell, Tyrone, S.)... 1234 Tydvil) ‘ ce ... 1236 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 162 ; Noes, 24. (Division List, No, 279,) 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 16, to leave out from the word ‘ words,’ to the word ‘are,’ 


in line 18, and insert the words ‘ skimmed or impoverished milk.’ ”—(Dr. Clars:.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... — ... 1238 Dr. Clark “os on ... 1238 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 17, after the words ‘skimmed milk,’ to insert the words ‘and 
not fit food for infants.’ ”—(Sir Walter Foster.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr, Bartley 6 ... 1240 Mr. Long oo ae 3s 12 
Sir It. B. Finlay ... -<s ee Sir Charles Cameron... wc 2ST 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, FE.) — ... 1240 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 18, after the word ‘type, to insert the words ‘or (d) Any 
adulterated or impoverished articles of food to which Her Majesty may by Order 
in Council direct that this section shall be applied, unless the same be imported 
in packages or receptacles conspicuously marked with a name or description 
indicating that the articke has been so treated.’ ”—(Mr. Long.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
“To leave out the words ‘to which Her Majesty may by Order in Council 


direct that this section shall be applied.’ ”—(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the proposed Amendment.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Long ... oii ... 1243 Mr. Bryce ie joe ... 1244 
Sir Charles Cameron oo» 1243 Mr. Lough ae sh .. 1244 
Mr. Kearley vee ... 1243 


Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Words inserted. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 26, after ‘article’ to insert ‘except shipowner, railway com- 
pany, or common carrier.’ ”—(Sir John Leng.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted,” 


Sir lt. B. Finlay... sia or abu bas ie, we» 1245 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 
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Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 2, line 1, to leave out the words from the word ‘shall’ to the word 
‘take,’ in line 3.”—(Mr. Lough.) 

Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out to the word 
‘Board,’ in line 2, stand part of the Bill.” 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

138 Amendment proposed— 
“Fn page 2, line 2, after tlre second word “the’ te- insert the words ‘ Local 
Government.’ ”—(Sir Walter Foster.) 
Question proposed, “That the words ‘Local Government,’ be there 
inserted.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... adi ... 1247 Sir R. B. Finlay .. 1250 
Mr, Jonathan Samuel ... 1248 Sir Charles Cameron .. 1250 
Mr. Strachey = ... 1248 Mr. Lough .. 1251 
Mr. Bryce ... ae ... 1249 Dr. Clark . 1252 
241 ; 
4] (Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 76 ; Noes, 197. (Division List, No. 280.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 27, after the word ‘health,’ to insert the words, ‘But any 
milk, cream, or butter containing any preservative shall be imported and sold 
as preserved, stating the name of the preservative and the amount per gallon or 
per pound of such preservative.’ ”—(Mr. Strachey.) 

Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 

Amendment amended, by leaving out, after the word “imported,” the 
word “and,” and inserting the word “or ”—(Mr. Humphreys-Owen)— 
instead thereof. 

Question, “ That the words, ‘But any milk, cream, or butter containing 
any preservative shall be imported or sold as preserved, stating the 
name of the preservative, and the amount per gallon or per pound of 
such preservative,’ be there inserted.” 

DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Long ... oe «ss 1255 Dr, Clark Wee es ... 1256 
244 Question put, and negatived. 
244 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 28, to leave out the words from the word ‘may’ to the word 
‘ direct,’ in line 32.”—(Sir Walter Foster.) 

Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.’ 

DISCUSSION :— 

Sir Rk. B. Finlay .. 1256 Mr. Long id fie ... 1258 
Captain Sinclair... -- 1257 Mr. Lambert ... dite ... 1258 
Mr. Jonathan Samuel 267 Mr. Lough a x ... 1258 
Mr. Bryce ... 1257 Mr. Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) 1258 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 183; Noes, 68, (Division List, No. 281.) 
2 
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Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed-—— 


In page 3, line 3, to leave out the words of paragraph (4), of sub-section (1), 


of Clause 2.—(Mr. Strachey.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That the words of paragraph ()) stand part of the 
4 ” 


Mr. Long ... ove ee ove eee sor ‘en sae 


Question put, and negatived. 


Another Amendment made. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 3, line 20, to leave out the words from the word,‘ food ’ to the words 


‘the Board,’ in line 22.”—(Sir Walter Foster.) 


Question, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Bill,” 
put and agreed to. 


Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed- 
“In page 4, line 1, to leave out Clause 4.”—(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words to the word ‘in,’ in line 5, stand part 
of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... ie .. 1263 Sir Walter Foster sack 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 141 ; Noes, 44. (Division List, No. 282.) 
Other Amendments made. 


Further consideration, as amended, deferred till To-morrow. 


University of London Act (1898) Amendment Bill—Considered in Com- 


mittee, and reported, without Amendment ; read the third time, and 
passed ... _ 


METROPOLITAN POLICE (SALARIES)—-Resolution reported, “ That it is expedient 
to authorise the payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of 
the salaries of the Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis, the Receiver 
of the Metropolitan Police District, and the Assistant Commissioners of 
Police of the Metropolis.” Resolution agreed to. Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Secretary Sir Matthew White Ridley and Mr. Jesse Collings 


Metropolitan Police (Salaries) (No. 2) Bill—“'To amend the Law with 
respect to the salaries and allowances of the Commissioner, Receiver, and 
Assistant Commissioners of the Metropolitan Police,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and 





1261 


1264 


- 1265 


1266 


to be printed. (Bill 277.) ... a sine se hg si ... 1267 
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CoNncESTED Districts BOARD (IRELAND) (EXPENSES)—Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“ That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of an annual sum, not exceeding £25,000, for the purposes 
of the Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Acts, including the payment of the 
26] salaries or remuneration of officers employed by the Board, and the administra- 
tive expenses of the Board, in pursuance of any Act of the present session 
relating to the Congested Districts Board (Ireland).” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanark, Mid.) 1267 Dr. Clark (Caithness) ... © 1267 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 
NavAL Works (CONSOLIDATED FunpD)—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, (1) That it is expedient to make further provision for the 
construction of works in the United Kingdom and elsewhere for the pur- 
poses of the Royal Navy, and to authorise the issue, out of the Consolidated 
Fund, of such sums, not exceeding in the whole £3,100,000, as may be 
required for those purposes, and to apply the provisions of The Naval 
Works Act, 1895, and of The Naval Works Act, 1896 (as to the mode of 
raising money, and as to the application of surplus income) to the said 
purposes. (2) That it is expedient to amend the law with respect to the 
264 construction and use of tramways for naval purposes. Resolution to be 
reported To-morrow on st 1268 
EMPLOYMENT OF WOMEN OVERTIME IN WASHING BortLeEs, Erc.—The follow- 

ing notice of motion stood on the Paper in the name of Sir JAMES RANKIN 
(Herefordshire, Leominster)—‘‘ That the Order of the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, extending to factories and workshops in which 
the washing of bottles for use in the preserving of fruit is carried on, the 
special exception (Employment of Women Overtime) ought to be annulled.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester, The First Lord of the Treasury 
265 Forest of Dean) ... ... 1268 (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manches- 
ter, E.) wit re ue 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 17th day of this instant 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


266 House adjourned accordingly at One of the clock. 
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COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 197TH JULY 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bristol Gas Bill {[Lords|—Lords Amendments to Commons Amtndments con- 
sidered, and agreed to ime , Fak ah git ps ss0. 1269 


Midiand and South-Western Junction seated Bill—Lords Amendments 
considered, and agreed to... .. 1269 


Owens College, Manchester, Bill suai —Read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment ... a sa vas ats + 1969 


Humber i prong Bill [Lords]-—As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time . ‘ ae iit bai wn ee i ... 1269 


PETITIONS. 


GROUND Rents (TAXATION BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES)—Petitions in favour, from 
Bradford, and Lee ; to lie upon the Table ... -_ ve ee ... 1269 


Pook LAw AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) Act, 1845—Petitions for alteration of 
law, from Kincardine, and Banff ; to lie upon the Table... i io. L269 


a, (Telephonic Communication, wit Bill—Petition from Edin- 
burgh, against ; to lie upon the Table ; . i ... 1269 


Tithe Rent-Charge am) Bill—Petition from —: against ; to lie 
upon the Table : .-. 1269 


RETURNS, REPORTS, cc. 


East INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND EsTIMATES, 1899-1900)—Copy presented, of 
Explanatory Memorandum by the Secretary of State for India [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table na ae ai ai ey ... 1269 


EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALES)—Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education (England and Wales), with Appendix, 
1898-9 [hy Command]; to lie upon the Table — ... ae we jas AES 


Navy (ENGINES AND BOILERS OF SHips)—Copy ordered, “of ‘Tables and 
Weights of Machinery, &c., of certain Ships of the Royal Navy fitted 
with Water-Tube and Cylindrical Return-Tube Boilers; together with 
the indicated Horse-Power, Consumption of Coal per indicated Horse- 
Power, and Speed obtained by them on Trials during recent years.” 
(Mr. Goschen.) Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed ... en sis nee bie rae oe ra ... 1270 


Royal Niger wunpany — {Second REApING|—Order for Second Read- 
ing read sv ip ide inte ai er ... 1270 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill he now read a 
second time.” —(.Vr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.’ 
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DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Labouchere = (North- 

am ee 1270 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor om (Liver- 

pool, Scétland) im wn LE 
Mr. William Allan (Gates- 

head) ... 1279 


The Chaneellor of ‘the Ex. 
thequer (Sir M. Hicks- 
Beach, Bristol, W.) Bp yf) 

Mr. Buchanan ern 
shire, E.) ss . 1280 

General Laurie (Pe mbroke)... 1284 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Page 


Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) ... ke .- 1285 
Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) 1289 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 1290 
The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Birmingham, W.) .. 1292 
Mr. Thomas Bayley (Dery yshire, 
Chesterfield) ... . 1295 


Sir M. Hicks-Beach oes oe 1296 
Captain Sinclair (Forfarshire) ... 1303 


Bill read a second time, and committed for To morrow. 


Sale of Food and Drugs Bill—As amended (by the Standing Committee), 


further considered. 
Another Amendment made. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 29, to leave out Clause 7.”—(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out to the word 


‘and,’ in line 30, stand part of the Bill.” 


Discussion :— 

The President of the Board of 
Agriculture (Mr. Long, 
Liverpool, West Derby) ... 1306 

Dr. Clark (Caithness) .» 1307 

Sir John Leng (Dundee) ... 1308 

Mr. Jonathan — Samuel 
(Stockton) ‘ ... 1308 

Mr. Bryce (. Aberdeen, 5.) ... 1908 

The  Solicitor-Ge neral (Sir 
R. B. Finlay, Inverness 
Burghs) ... nes ... 1309 


(uestion put— 


The House divided :—Ayes, 216; Noes, 61. 


Amendment proposed— 


Mr. Wallace (Perth)... ..- 1310 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) . 1311 
Captain Sinclair (Forfar shire) 1311 
Mr. Long re 
Sir F. 8. Powell (Wi igan) sae, bole 
Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) , 1312 
Mr. Abel Thomas (Carmarthen- 
shire, BE.) .,. ae ... 1312 


(Division List, No. 283.) 


“In page 4, line 30, to leave out the words, ‘and every wholesale dealer in 
such substances.’ ?__( Mr. Jonathan Samuel.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out statid part of 


the Bill.” 
Mr. Long ... soy 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


ose “ ss vis « 3337 


“In page 4, line 35, to leave out Sub-section 2 of Clause 7.”—(Captain 


Sinclair.) 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That Sub-section 2 of Clause 7 stand part of the Bill.” N 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 16, to leave out Clause 8,.”—(Sir Charles Cameron.) 
Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out to the word 
‘ten, in line 17, stand part of the Bill.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... pst sce 324 The Secretary to the Local Govern- 
Mr. Hedderwick ... 1324 ment Board (Mr. T. W. 
Sir J. Fergusson (Manches- Russell, Tyrone, 8S.) ... ... 1333 
ter, NE.) bes ... 1326 Sir John Leng ne ... 1333 
Mr. Abel Thomas ... 1326 Mr. Lough (Islington, W. r) ... 1336 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N. jy 1327 Mr, Kearley ... : a 1886 
Sir Walter Foster (Derby- Mr. Lough — 1336 
shire, Ilkeston) ... 1328 The First Lord of the “Treasury 
Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock (Mr. A. J. naa Manches- 
Burghs) .. ... 1330 ter, E.) ; 1337 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ..- 1330 Mr. Jonathan Samuel... ... 1338 
Sir John Leng... .. 1332 
Question put. N: 
The House divided :—Ayes, 166 ; Noes, 83. (Division List, No. 284.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Sir H. Cumpbell-Bannerman Mr. ie! ‘ ies «. 1839 
(Stirling Burghs) ... 1339 Mr. A. J. . Balfour ‘a ..» 1340 
El 
Further consideration, as amended, deferred till to-morrow. 
CONGESTED Districts BoARD (IRELAND) [EXPENSEs.]—Resolution re- 
ported : 
‘That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to be 
provided by Parliament, of an annual sum, not exceeding £25,000, for the 
purposes of the Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Acts, including the 
payment of the salaries or remuneration of officers employed by the Board, 
and the administrative expenses of the Board, in pursuance of any Act of 
the present Session relating to the Congested Districts Board (Ireland).” 
Resolution agreed to. 
Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Bill—Considered in Committee. 
Clause 5 :— 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Strachey (Somerset, §.) 1341 Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8.) ... ... 1342 
The Chief Secretury for 
Ireland (Mr. G. W. I 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) 1342 i) 
Clause agreed to - — 
Bill reported, without Amendment ; read the third time, and passed. 
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NavAL Works (ConsoLipaTeD FuNnpD)—Resolutions reported :— 


“(1) That it is expedient to make further provision for the construc- 
tion of works in the United Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes 
of the Royal Navy, and to authorise the issue, out of the Consolidated 
Fund, of such sums, not exceeding in the whole £3,100,000, as may be 
required for those purposes, and to apply the provisions of The Naval 
Works Act, 1895, and of The Naval Works Act, 1896 (as to the mode of 
raising money, and as to the application of surplus income), to the said 
purposes. 

(2) That it is expedient to amend the law with respect to the 
construction and use of ‘tramways for naval purposes.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeen- Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth (Lanca- 
shire, E.) or .. 1342 shire, Clitheroe) nas see 
The Civil Lord of the Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
Admiralty (Mr. Austen Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
Chamberlain, — lV orcester- 
shire, E.) wes ... 1343 


Resolutions agreed to :—Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Goschen, 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Macartney, and Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain. 


Naval Works Bill—‘ To make further provision for the construction of 
works in the United Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes of the 
Royal Navy, and to amend the law with respect to the construction and 
use of tramways for naval purposes,” presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. 


Ee ee cen a hia aes 


Electric Lighting (Clauses) Bill—As amended, considered. Amendments 
made. Bill read the third time, and passed 





In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 17th day of this instant 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


House adjourned accordingly at ten minutes before Seven of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS. 
THURSDAY, 20TH JULY 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been com- 
plied with: 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL OrDER (No. 15).—And the Certificate that 
no Standing Orders are applicable to the following Bill : 


BurGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) PROVISIONAL ORDER—The same were ordered to 
lie on the Table 


ev 


Page 
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West Metropolitan Railway Bill-—Report from the Select Committee, Bri 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. The orders made on Tuesday last discharged ; and Bill So 
committed Ae 5a = = et we ee oe ... 1345 
Newcastle-Upon-Tyne Tramways end Improvement Bill—Report from Loc 


the Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the 
consideration of the bill, the Committee having found that the petitioners 
had no locus standi \efore them ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
The orders made on the 11th July and Tuesday last discharged ; and Bill Pie 
committed ~ uns i a ey ee eS ; io tone 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill—Report from the 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the con- Me 
sideration of the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto, 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table : the Orders made on the 11th of July 
and Tuesday last discharged ; and Bill committed to a Committee of the 


Whole House for To-morrow ... ks on he ~~ oom ... 1345 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill—Report from the Ept 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the con- 
sideration of the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto : 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; the Orders made on the ilth of IND 
July and Tuesday last discharged ; and Bill committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House st Op sis nek +m ee oe ... 1346 
Sou 
Godalming Corporation Water Bill beeen from the Select Committee 
with Amendments’... i a ne ‘an ” ... 1346 
AGRE 
London County Council (Money) Bill—Reported with Amendments _... 1346 
London County Council (General sateee — — from the Select QUE 
Committee with Amendments ... 1346 
Worcestershire County Council Bill-—Reported with Amendments .» 1346 MER 
City and Brixton Railway Bill. Darwen ienpsenenabe Bill—Reported 
with Amendments _... as ... 1346 
Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway Bill—Reported, with an Amendment ... 1346 
Greenock and Port Glasgow - a _ {Lords]|—Commons Amend- 
ment considered, and agreed to jaa ae ts ... 1346 
Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill—ead the third time, with the 
Amendments ; further Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned to 
the Commons ... vee oe = vF ee tee cs ... 1346 
Stockport Corporation Bill; Derby Corporation Tramways, &c., Bill 
—Read the third time, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons ia oe ied ig isk boa ies ... 1346 
Brooke’s Park (Londonderry) Bill [Lords]; Owen’s College (Man- 
chester) Bill { Lords|—Returned from the Commons, agreed to ... . 1346 
For! 


Lincoln and East Coast Railway and Dock Bill: Lowestoft Prom- 
enade Pier Bill; Midland and South-Western Junction Railway 
Bill—Keturned from the Commons, with the Amendments agreed to... 1347 
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Bristol Gas Bill [Lords|—Returned from the Commons, with the Amendment 
made by the Lords to the Amendments made by the Commons agreed to 


South Hants Water Bill |Lords|—Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Local Goverrinent Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—Amendments reported 
(according to Order), and Bills to be read the third time To-morrow 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Read the third time 
(according to Order), with the Amendment, and passed, and returned to 
the Commons ... 


Metropolis Management Acts Amendment (Bye-laws) Bill [Lords|— 


Commons Amendments considered (according to Order), and agreed to ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ée. 


EpuCATION DEPARTMENT—Report of the Committee of Council on Education 
on schools for the blind and deaf ; with Appendices, 1898-99 


INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES, 1899-1900)-—Explanatory memorandum 
by the Secretary of State for India ... isp - via 


SOUTH AFRICAN ReEpuBLIC—Correspondence relating to the Bloemfontein 
Conference, 1899 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND)—Keturns for the quarter ended 30th June, 
1899 


QUEEN’S COLLEGE, GALWAY—Annual Report of the President, for the Session, 
1898-99. Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


MERCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894.—Orders in Council of 14th July, 1899— 

I. Sanctioning a reduction, made by the Trinity House in Kingston- 
upon-Hull, of certain buoyage and beaconage dues levied by that 
Corporation between Hull and the sea. 

I]. Approving certain pilotage bye-laws made by the Corporation of 
Bristol. 

Ill. Authorising the increase, by the appointment of an additional lower 
grade clerk, of the Establishment of the Trinity House. 

IV. Sanctioning an increase in the salary paid to Mr. George Napier 
MeMurdo, a clerk in the service of the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights. 

V. Approving an amended bye-law made by the Newport (Mon.) Pilot- 
age Board, in lieu of bye-law No. 11 of the bye-laws approved by 
Order in Council of 3rd October, 1895. 

VI. Approving certain bye-laws, made by the Trinity House in Kings- 
ton-upon-Hull, fixing the rates of pilotage between Hull and 
Goole 


FoREIGN JURISDICTION AcT, 1890—Order in Council of 14th July, 1899, 
entitled “The China, Japan, and Corea (Supreme Court) Order in 
Council, 1899.” Laid before the House [pursuant to Act], and ordered 
to lie on the Table _... iis be ie ses es ee 
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Houses oF Lorps AND ComMMONS PERMANENT StaFF—Report from the 
Joint Committee (with the proceedings of the Committee) made, and to be 


printed. (No. 171.): Minutes of evidence, together with an a 
laid upon the Table, and to be delivered out Pie ss se ... 1348 


Oysters Bill (Lords|—Report from the Select Committee (with the proceed- 
ings of the Committee) made, and to be printed. (No. 172.): Minutes of 
evidence laid upon the Table, and to be delivered out. Bill reported, with 
Amendments ; and committed toa Committee of the Whole House ; and 
to be printed as amended. (No. 173.) a = us _ ..» 1348 


Public nee Bill ee To be read the second time on Tuesday 
next... = Se bs s a0" os see MOO 


Gordon Memorial College at Khartoum Bill [Lords]|—Read the third 
time (according to Order); Amendments made ; Bill passed, and sent to 
the Commons: ... i roe sks rm ve ‘ws ve ... 1349 


Seats for Shop Assistants Bill—Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read the third time To-morrow “ a? ... 1349 


Companies Bill {Lords }—Commirrre—Order of the Day for the House being 
put into Committee on this Bill read. 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) sad ise sis ..» 1349 


House in Committee (according to Order) ; the Amendments proposed 
by the Select Committee made ; Standing Committee negatived ; the 
Report of Amendments to be received on Friday, the 28th inst. 


QUESTIONS. 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS—Question, The Earl of Wemyss; Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (The Earl of Selborne)... . 1350 


KINGSTOWN HARBOUR. 


Moved— 

“ That it is desirable that a committee be appointed to inquire into the 
management of Kingstown Harbour, and the adequacy of the staff of the 
harbour- master, and whether the lay Board of Harbour Commissioners should 
have the power of reducing that staff on their sole authority.”--(Zhe Lord 
Clonbrock. ) 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Clanwilliam ... 1354 Lord Clonbrock ... x ccoeale 
The Lord Privy Seal (Vis- Viscount Cross ... an .. 1356 
count Cross) = ss: BOL 


Motion [by leave of the House] withdrawn. 


‘Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 
Read the first time ; and to be printed. (No. 174. y we - . 1357 


Electric Lighting (Clauses) Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read the 
first time ; to be aye ; and to be read the second time on Friday the 
28th instant —(Zhe Earl of Dudley.) (No. 175.) ... a ies .. 1357 
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Commons ; read the first time ; to be printed ; and to be read the second 
time To-morrow.—(The Lord President, The Duke of Devonshire.) (No. 176.) 1357 


House adjourned at five minutes past Five of the clock. 
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14th July, 1899, approving certain Pilotage Bye-laws made by the Cor- 
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MERCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894—Copy presented,—of Order in Council of 
14th July, 1899, approving an amended bye-law made by the Newport 
(Mon.) Pilotage Board, in lieu of Bye-law No. 11 of the bye-laws approved 
by Order in Council of 3rd October, 1895 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


MERCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894—Copy presented,—of Order in Council of 
14th July, 1899, authorising the increase, by the appointment of an addi- 
tional lower grade clerk, of the establishment of the Trinity House [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table : 


MERCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894—Copy presented,—of Order in Council of 
iith July, 1899, sanctioning an increase in the salary paid to Mr. George 
Napier M‘Murdo, a clerk in the service of the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


Matta (PoiiticAL ConpiTion)—Return presented, relative thereto {Address 
8th June ; Mr. M‘Iver| ; to lie upon the Table an ; 


SouTH AFRICAN RepuBLic—Copy presented, of correspondence relating to the 
3loemfontein Conference, 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKs—Returns ordered, “(1) from each savings bank in 
England and Wales, Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel Islands, contain- 
ing, in columns, the names of the officers, their respective salaries, arid 
other allowances, if any ; the amount of security each gives; the annual 
expenses of management, inclusive of all payments and salaries, for the 
year ended the 20th day of November, 1898; the rate per centum per 
annum on the capital of the bank for the expenses of management ; the 
rate of interest paid to depositors on the various amounts of deposit, and 
the average rate of interest-on all accounts; the number of accounts 
remaining open ; the total amount owing to depositors ; the total amount 
invested with the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt ; 
the balayce in the hands of the Treasurer at the 20th day of November, 
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1898 ; the total amount of the separate Surplus Fund on the 20th day of 
November, 1898 ; other assets, including estimated value of bank premises, 
furniture, etc. ; the total assets; the total amount of Government Stock 
standing to the credit of depositors ; the number and amount of annuities 
granted ; and the average cost of each transaction ; also the year in which 
business commenced in each bank, and the name of the day or days, and 
the number of hours in the week, on which the banks are open for the 
deposit and withdrawal of moneys; including in such Return a list of all 
such savings banks as, under the provisions of the Act 26 Vic., ¢. 14, or 
otherwise, have been closed and have transferred their funds, or any part 
thereof, to the Post Office Savings Banks; showing, in each case, the 
number of such banks, as well as the number and amount of depositors’ 
accounts so transferred, and the amount of compensation, if any, made to 
all or any of the officers of such banks respectively ; and showing also the 
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business at the close of the year next preceding the date of such closing ; 
distinguishing the same, as in the form of the retur n, for each separate 
county, as well as collectively, for England and Wales, Scotl: ind, Ireland, 
and the Channel Islands, and for the United Kingdom ; and (2) for the 
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turret-deck type, and to advise as to the extension of the present Load Line 
Tables for steam vessels not having spar or awning decks - continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, rs i 26, Session 1899). ” (Mr. '. T. Ritchie.) 
Return presented accordingly ; » lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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Tithe Rent-Charge (Rates) Bill—(Tuirp Rerapinc} 


Reading read. 


Order for Third 





Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Labouchere (Northamp- The President of the Board 
ton) 1391 of Agriculture (Mr. Long, 

Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Liverpool, West Derby) cas, LOMO 
Tydvil) . Ra wt Looe Mr. Lambert... de Re 

Mr. Lambert (Devon, South Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ... 1398 
Molton) .. es .-- 1392 


Amendment insite. 


“« To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Lambert.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
. h2 





exvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 20.) Page July 
DISCUSSION == 
Mr. J. G. Talbot (Oxford Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Louth) 1421 
University) as 1402 Mr. Wanklyn (Bradford, Central) 1425 
Mr. Wentworth C. Beaumont Mr. Lloyd-George Se ... 1429 
(Northumberland, Hexham) 1404 Major Rasch (Essex, SE. ) .-» 1434 
Colonel Milward (Warwick) 1407 Sir H. Campbell - Bannerman 
Mr. Birrell (Fifeshire, W.) 1412 (Stirling Burghs) ... -» 1434 
Mr. Seaton-Karr (St. Helens) 1416 The First Lord of the Treasury 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnar- (Mr. A. J. — Manches- 
von District)... ... 1418 ter, E.) “ _ .- 1440 
Mr. Seaton-Karr ... ... 1418 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 182 ; Noes, 117. (Division List, No. 285.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to,—Bill read the third time, and passed. 
Sale of Food and Drugs Bill—<As amended (by the Standing Committee), 
further considered. | 
Amendment proposed— 7 
‘‘In page 5, line 17, to leave out the word ‘ten, and insert the word ; 
‘thirty. ”_( Sir Charles Cameron)—instead thereof.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
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Agriculture (Mr. Long, Dr. Clark: (Caithness) ce ... 1449 
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Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Si Rk. B. Finlay ... ... 1453 Mr. Warner en Lich- 
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Amendment proposed— 


** In page 5, line 24, after the word ‘ accordi: gly,’ ,’ to insert the words ‘ Pro- 
vided always, that in any prosecution under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act 
for the fraudulent or illegal sale of margarine, or any compound thereof, it shall 
be a good defence to prove that the requirements of the Margarine Act, ‘1887, as 
amended by this Act, had been complied with.’ ”—(Sir C. Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir R. B. Finlay ... ..» 1456 Sir Charles Cameron... ... 1456 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment made. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 39, to insert the words, after ‘type,’ ‘with a statement 
that such milk is not suited for the food of infant children.’ ”_(Mr. J. H. John- 
stone.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION : -- 

Mr. Long ... si .-» 1458 Sir H.  Campbell-Bannerman 

Sir hk. B. Finlay ... ..» 1459 (Stirling Burghs) we 1462 

Mr. Warner st ..» 1459 Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, 

Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Scotland) “a 1462 
Brightside) sie .-- 1460 Mr. Kearley (Devonport) 1463 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 1461 Mr. J. H. Johnstone (Susser, 

Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, Horsham)... ; 1463 
S.) ii ee .. 1461 Mr. Hemphill (Lyrone, N.) ... 1463 

Mr. Hobhouse (Somersetshire, Mr. Lough a “6 .. 1463 
oe a a ee 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 6, line 36, to leave out Sub-section 2 of Clause 16.”—(Mr. Davitt.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out to the word 
‘negligence,’ in line 39, stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir kh. B. Finlay... ... 1465 Mr. Pickersgill ea Green, 

Mr. 1. P. O'Connor ..» 1465 S.W.) = 1470 

Sir Charles Cameron ... 1467 Mr. Long ; oe eo 1471 

Mr. Stuart — (Sheffield, Mr. Seely (Lincoln) ny ..- 1472 
Hallam) .. ig +s SF Mr. J. A. Pease (Northumber- 

Mr. Lough .. ‘ ... 1467 land, Tyneside) se ... 1473 

General Goldsworthy y (Hammer- Mr. Maddison ... .» 1473 
smith). ..» 1468 Mr. Sydney Gedge (W “ulsall) we» 1475 

Mr. Robson (South Shields) 1468 Mr. Duckworth Retr Mid- 

Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorks dleton) 1475 


N.R., Thirsk)... .»» 1470 Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) 1476 


Question put. 
The House divided:—Ayes, 188 ; Noes, 71. (Division List, No. 287.) 
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Amendment proposed, in page 6, line 42, after the word “months,” to 
insert the words— 


**(3) Where a person convicted of an offence under the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Acts has been within twelve months previously convicted of 
another offence under those Acts the Court may, if it thinks fit and finds 
that he knowingly and wilfully committed both those offences, order that 
a notice of the facts be affixed in such form and manner and for such 
period, not exceeding twenty-one days, as the Court may order, to any 
premises occupied by that person, and that he do pay the costs of such 
affixing; and if any person obstructs the affixing of any such notice, or 
removes, defaces, or conceals the notice while affixed during that period, 
he shall for each offence be liable on summary conviction to a fine not 
exceeding £5.”—(Mr. Heywood Johnstone.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Rk. B. Finlay ... ... 1480 Mr. T.P. O'Connor... ... 1481 
Mr. J. H. Johnson ... 1481 


Question put, and negatived. 
Other Amendments made. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 7, line 11, after the words last inserted, to insert the words, ‘(2) 
Any prosecution under section twenty-seven of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
1875, may be instituted within twelve months from the time when the matter of 
such proceedings arose.’ ”—-(Mr. Joseph A. Pease.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Rk. B. Finlay ... os isn sain bes ee i ... 1482 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 7, line 20, to leave out the words from the beginning of Clause 19, 


to the words ‘a warranty,’ in line 23.”—(Mr. J. A. Johnstone.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 


the Bill.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... _ ... 1483 Mr. John Burns (Battersea)... 1488 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea General Laurie (Pembroke and 
District) ae ... 1484 Haverfordwest) i ... 1488 Gr 
Sir Charles Cameron ... 1486 Mr. A. C. Humphreys-Owen 
Mr. Bryce ... — ... 1486 (Montgomery) _ ... 1488 
Sir R. B. Finlay ... ..» 1487 Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, 
Mr. J, A. Pease ... ... 1487 Camlachie) ... sea .-- 1488 In] 


Mr. Radcliffe Cooke( Hereford) 1488 Mr. Spicer (Monriouth Boroughs) 1489 
Question put. 
The House Divided :—Ayes, 42 ; Noes, 119. (Division List, No. 288.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
re .. 1491 The First Lord of the Treasury 
, (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 


chester, EB.) ... oP oe. 1491 
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Amendment proposed — 

“In page 7, line 30, after the word ‘ person,’ to insert the words, ‘Where 
the defendant in a proseeution under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts has been 
discharged under the provisions of Section 25 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
1875, or of Section 7 of the Margarine Act, 1887, as respectively amended by this 
Act, any proceedings under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts for giving the 
warranty or invoice relied on by the defendant in such prosecution may be taken 
as well before a Court having jurisdiction in the place where the article of food 
or drug to which the warranty or invoice relates was purchased for analysis as 
before a Court having jurisdiction in the place where the warranty or invoice 
was given.’”—(Mr. Joseph A. Pease.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir Charles Cameron i» 1492 Mr. Long se ss ... 1492 
Motion made, and Question put, “ That the Debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Sir Charles Cameron.) : 


The House divided :—Ayes, 28 ; Noes, 113. (Division List, No. 289.) 
Original Question again proposed. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed-- 
“Tn page 7, line 34, after the word ‘so, to insert the words: ‘(3) Where 
any sitiols of food is sold in tins or bottles in which it has been packed by the 
manufacturer, a label affixed by the manufacturer or wholesale dealer to such 
tins or bottles setting forth the nature of their contents, or a circular or adver- 
tisement setting forth the nature of the contents of such tins or bottles, and 
distributed along with them by the manufacturer or wholesale dealer, shall, for 
the purpose of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, be held to constitute a war- 
ranty.’ ”—(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Rk. B. Finlay ... ... 1494 Sir Charles Cameron... ... 1494 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 30; Noes, 107. (Division List, No. 290.) 

Further consideration, as amended, deferred till Monday next. 
GREENWICH HospiraL—Resolved, That the Statement of the Estimated Income 

and Expenditure of Greenwich Hospital and Travers’ Foundation for the 


year 1899-1900 be approved—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) ... ee ... 1496 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 17th day of this instant July, 
Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


House adjourned accordingly at ten minutes before Two of the clock. 
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to attend the Select Committee . 1498 
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Great Northern and Strand Railway Bill ; Great Western and Great 
Central Railway Companies Bill ; South-Eastern and London, 
Chatham, and Dover Railway Companies (New Lines) Bill—Read 
the third time, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons.. me i* sae si ae ae 


Stockport Corporation Water Bill—-Kead the third time, with the 
Amendments ; further Amendments made; Bill passed, and returned to 
the Commons ‘ iis eS A 


Goole Urban District Council Bill—Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to be ; a are eo : 


Local Government Provisional hesionis - — int eae to be in 
Committee on Monday next . we : 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—Read the third time (according to 
Order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill—House in Committee 
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QUEEN’s COLLEGE, CorK—Annual Report of the President, for the 
Session 1898-99 Le ses sho ; are es 
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Ist April, 1898, to 31st March, 1899 


GOVERNMENT LABORATORY—Report of the Principal Chemist of the Govern- 
ment Laboratory upon the work of the Laboratory for the year ended 
31st March, 1899: with Appendices. Presented (by Command), and 
ordered to lie on the Table eu ka vs +s ees 


LONDON CoRPORATION.—Annual account of the Chamberlain of London: 
delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Tithe Rent-charge (Rates) Bill— Brought from the Commons ; read the first 
time ; to be printed ; and to ig read a second time on Monday next—(The 
Earl of Selborne), (No. 17 vate ns 


Small Houses (Acquisition of Ownership) ene READING }|— 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read — 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time,” — (Zhe Earl of 
Selborne.) 
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Lord Stanley of Alderley... VAT Earl Spewer —... er ... 1520 
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On Question, agreed to. 
Bill read a second time accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the Lo 
Whole House on Tuesday next. 
Seats for Shop Assistants Bill- —— READING, ]|—Order of the Day for 
the Third Reading read és bibs vas ‘a = a ... 1520 
Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read the third time,”—(The Duke of West- 
minster. ) Loc 
DISCUSSION : 
The Earl of Wenyss .»» 1520 The Lord President of the Council Ele 
(The Duke of Devonshire)... 1532 
Amendment moved 
** To leave out ‘now,’ and add at the end of the motion ‘this day three Tra 
months.’ —The Lord Wemyss (E. Wemyss). 
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resolved in the aftirmative ; Bill read the third time accordingly, with the 
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QUESTIONS. Sale 
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The Earl of Morley 1524 The Lord President of the Council 
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An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech imdicates revision by the Member. 


FIFTH SESSION oF THE 


THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DE BATS 


(AUTHORISED 





EDITION) 


IN THE 
TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT oF THE 
BRiTAIN AND IRELAND, Appointed 


GREAT 


1899, 


UNITED KINGDOM OF 


TO MEET THE 7TH FEBRUARY 


HER MAJESTY 


NINTH VOLUME 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, Gth July 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL 2B USIVESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with : 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6.) 
And the Certificate that the further 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with : 
WARRINGTON CORPORATION. 

The same ordered to lie on the 
Table. 

DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 

A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 

STOCKPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
BRADFORD TRAMWAYS AND IM- 
PROVEMENT BILL. 

Reports of Her Majesty’s Attorney- 
General, received, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 

BURY CORPORATION BILL. [H.L.] 
BURY COPORATION WATER BILL. 
(HLL. | 

Commons Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 

WORCESTER COUNTY COUNCIL BILL. 

The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn : The Orders made on the 
30th of June last and on Tuesday last 
discharged ; and Bill committed. 

AYR BURGH BILL. 

WOKING WATER AND GAS BILL. 


were 


Reported, with Amendments. 


VOL. LXXIV. 


[ FouRTH SERIES. | 


QUEEN 


62ND YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


VICTORIA. 


IN THE 


OF SESSION 1899. 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCK BILL. 


Reported, with Amendment. 


IONIAN BANK BILL. 
Reported, without Amendments. 
MIDLAND AND SOUTH-WESTERN 

JUNCTION RAILWAY BLLL. 
Reported, with Amendments. 
MILLWALL DOCK BILL. 
Moved, that the Order made on the 9th 
day of March last, “That no Private Bill 
brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Tuesday 
the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill he read 2"; agreed 
to; and Bill read 2° accordingly. 
AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGATION 
BILL. 
Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 3’, with the Amendments; a 
further Amendment made; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 
LEITH HARBOUR AND DOCKS BILL. 
Read 3", with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 
SMALL HOUSES (ACQUISITION OF 
OWNERSHIP) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons. 
YORKE ESTATE BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed to. 
BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 
KENSINGTON AND NOTTING 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING BILL. 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (NEW RAILWAYS) BILL. 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 


HILL 


| Amendments agreed to. 


A 











Poor La w Acts 


COBHAM GAS BILL. [H.L.] 
STRETFORD GAS BILL. [H1L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments : 
considered, and agreed to. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 


Geo 


Message to the Commons for leave for 


Thomas Wallace Russell, Esquire (a Mem- 
ber), to attend the Select Committee. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 
House to be in Committee on Tuesday 
next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, dc. 


ROYAL NIGER COMPANY. 
1882-1893. Notes on the Niger Dis- 
trict and Niger Coast Protectorates. 
1885, 5th June. Notification —British 
Protectorate over Niger Districts. 
1886, 10th July. Royal Charter-—* Na- 
tional African Company.” 

1887, 18th October. Notification—-British 
Protectorate over Niger Districts, 
“National African Company,” now 
called “ Royal Niger Company.” 

1884-1892, List of Treaties—National 
Africa Company and Royal Niger 
Company with Native Chiefs. 

1893, 13th May. Notifieation— Oil 
Rivers Protectorate” to be called 
the “ Niger Coast Protectorate.” 

Royal Niger Company Balance Sheets 
Balance Sheets of the Royal Niger 
Company for each year from 1887 to 
1898 inclusive. 

Niger Government (Accounts)—State 
ments of Revenue and Expenditure 
from 1887 to 1898 inclusive. 

TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 

No. 2309. Spain (Barcelona and Dis- 
trict). 

No. 2310. Austria-Hungary (Fiume). 
No 2311. Italy (Province of Lecee), 
SALMON AND FRESHWATER — FISH- 
ERIES (ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Thirty-eighth Annual Report of the 

Inspectors of Fisheries (for 1898), 


SEA FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND 
WALES). 
Thirteenth Annual Report of the In- 
spectors (for 1898). 
Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


{LORDS} 


Amendinent Bill, 4 


SCIENCE AND ART DEPARTMENT. 
Minutes of Committee of Council on 
Education, sanctioning the subjects to be 


the said Amendments taught under Clause 8 of the Technical 


Instruction Act, 1889, for counties of 
Worcester (fifth minute); Salop (fourth 
minute); Rutland (fourth minute) ; and 
county boroughs of —South Shields (third 
minute) ; Limerick (sixth minute) ; Lime- 
rick (seventh minute). 
INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA). 
Return of all loans raised in’ India 
under the provisions of any Acts of Par- 
liament chargeable on the revenues of 
India outstanding at the commencement 
of the half-year ended on the 31st March 
1899, with the rates of interest and total 
amount payable thereon, &e.: 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act) and ordered to lie on the Table. 
MARRIAGES VALIDITY (No. 2) BILL 
(HL. | 
A bill to remove doubts as to the 
validity of certain marriages —Was_pre- 
sented by the Lord Macnaghten ; read 3"; 
to be printed ; and to be read 2" on Mon- 
day next. (No. 157). 
POOR LAW ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 
[H.L.] 
House in Committee (according to Or- 
der). 
Clause 1 : 


*Lorp HARRIS : The noble Earl oppo- 
site (the Earl of Kimberley) raised a 
question the other day as to the wisdom 
of the expression “parent” in Clause 1. 
The noble Earl pointed out that though 
one parent might have misbehaved, the 
other parent might be well behaved, and 
he questioned the desirability of taking 
any right away from the latter parent. | 
am advised by the Local Government 
Board that the intention and the effect of 
the Bill certainly is to take away only 
the powers of the parent who is described 
in this sub-section. Your Lordships will 
observe that, under Section 1, — the 
guardians may at any time resolve that, 
until the child reaches the age of 18 years, 
all rights and powers of the parent —that 
is, of course, the parent who has mishe- 
haved—in respect of the child shall, sub- 
ject, as in the Act mentioned, vest in the 
guardians. If, however, there is any 
doubt on the point, the Local Govern- 
ment Board will be prepared in the Stand- 
ing Committee to put in words to make 
the effect clear. 
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5 Private Bill Business. 


THE EARL OF KIMBERLEY: One or 


two Amendments have been suggested to 


me, and I have informed the noble Lord 


in charge of the Bill of them, but I think | 
they will be more conveniently dealt with | 


in the Standing Committee. I will not, 
therefore, trouble the House with any 
observations at this stage. 

Lorp HARRIS: The Local Govern- 


ment Board are considering the Amend- 


ments submitted by the noble Earl, and | 


will, if necessary, make suggestions in the 
Standing Committee. 


Clause 4 :— 


*LorD HARRIS: The noble Earl also 
asked me the other day to consider 
whether it was advisable that the control 
of the guardians over young persons who 
had been put out to service should be in 
any way extended. The Poor Law Ap- 
prentices Act makes it the business of the 
Poor Law Guardians to take care that 
the young persons placed out by them are 
visited, up to the age of 16, not less than 
twice a year, in order to make certain 
that he or she is receiving proper food, 
and is not being ill-treated. The Local 
Government Board still think, in view of 


the recommendations of many Poor Law | 
Unions, that it would be wise to extend | 


those visits beyond the place of first ser- 
vice. It seems to them that, if it is 


desirable that young persons should be | 


visited when they first go out to service, 


that desirability extends whether the boy | 


or girl is in the place of first service or 
not. In may happen that the child has 
no parents at all, and no relatives to look 
after him or her, and it would surely be 
beneficial, and in the interests of the 
child, that somebody should take care 
that he or she is being well treated and 
well fed. Again, there is the risk of un- | 
desirable relatives tempting the child | 


away from the place of first service, in | 


order to deprive the guardians of the | 
power of control. As at present advised, 
I think it would be wise to leave the Bill | 
as it stands, 


THe EArt or KIMBERLEY: Does 
this clause relate only to apprenticed 
children ? 


*LorD HARRIS: And to 
placed out in service. 


THe EARL oF KIMBERLEY: I was 


under a misapprehension the other day, | 


{6 JuLY 1899} 


children | 


Private Bill Business. 6 


| because I conceived that it related to all 
children and not to apprenticed children 
only. With regard to the extension of 
the law under the Apprenticeship Act, I 
should be rather disposed, subject to 
| further consideration, to agree with the 
noble Earl opposite. 


Bill reported without Amendment, wud 
re-committed to the Standing Committee. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (DEFEC- 
TIVE AND EPILEPTIC CHILDREN) 
BILL. [H.L.] 


, SUMMARY JURISDICTION ACT 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bills to be read 3" To- 
morrow. 


(1879) 


EDUCATION OF CHILDREN BILL. 
Read 3° (according to Order), and 
passed. 


SMALL HOUSES (ACQUISITION OF 
OWNERSHIP) BILL. 


Read 1"; and to be printed. (No. 158.) 
adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Five of the clock, till To- 
morrow, thirty minutes after Ten 
of the clock. 


House 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday 6th July 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


| PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lordsf- 


Standing Orders applicab’e  theretcs 
complied with, 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


Report from one of the Examiners; aff 
| Petitions for Private Bills, originating in 
ithe Lords, and referred on “the: First 
| Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
| which are applicable thereto, have: been 
complied with, viz:— 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL4 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [Lords.], 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL. 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read «& 
second time to-morrow. 


A 2 








7 Returns, {COMMONS} Reports, de. 8 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. | Commissioners, and in consideration of 
such payment transfers of the stock in re- 
| spect of which such composition has been 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table paid shall be exempt from Stamp Duty.” 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the | 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders 


No Standing Orders applicable. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Mersey Docks and 


are applicable, viz. :— # | nat 
pplicable, Harbour Board (Finance) Bill, That they 
BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) PROVI- have power to make provision therein 
SIONAL ORDER BILL. | pursuant to the said Resolution.—(Dr. 


' Farquharson. 
Ordered that the Bill be read a second 5 la 


time to-morrow. /ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

ORDER (No. 9) BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
SHIREBROOK AND DISTRICT GAS | out Amendment. 


> aha 


CENTRAL ELECTRIC SUPPLY BILL. 


SOUTH HANTS WATER BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE STIPEN- 
DIARY JUSTICE BILL. 
WEST MIDDLESEX WATER BILL. 
Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP M), 

Mr. Harpy reported from the Com 
mittee on Group M of Private Bills; 
ST. JAMES’S AND PALL MALL That, for the convenience of parties, the 

ELECTRIC LIGHT BILL. Committee had adjourned until Monday 
By Order, Lords Amendments con- next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


sidered, and agreed to, with an Amend- | ; - 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


ment. 
CHURCH STRETTON WATER BILL DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 
pane} | That they request that this House will 
LIVERPOOL OVERHEAD RAILWAY | 2 (Pleased to give leave to Thomas 
BILL [Lords]. Wallace Russell, Esq., a Member of this 
House, to attend in order to his being 
ST. NEOT’S WATER BILL [Lords]. examined as a witness before the Select 


Read the third time, and passed, with Committee appointed by their Lordships 
Amendments. in the present session of Parliament on 
the Dublin Corporation Bill. 
| BROOKE'S PARK (LONDONDERRY) | 
BILL [Lords]. Lords Message, respecting the atten- 
By Order, read a second time, and dance of Mr. T, W. Russell, considered. 
committed, 
And Mr. T. W. Russell, in his place 
MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR | having consented :—Leave given. 
BOARD (FINANCE) BILL [Lords.] 
Stamp Duties—Resolution reported : 
“That the Board may from time to (ETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
time enter into agreements with the Com- | wictile 
missioners of Inland Revenue,’ if the | 3 Si ceca at nel 
Commissioners in their discretion think | FISHERIES CENGLAND AND. WALES). 
proper, for the payment to the Com- | 
missioners, by way of composition of | Copy presented, — of Thirty-eighth 
Stamp Duty on transfers of any stocks, of | Annual Report of the Inspectors of 
such a sum or sums as may from time to | Fisheries (England and Wales), for 1898 
time be agreed between the Board and the | [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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9 Questions. 
SEA FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND 
WALES). 

Copy presented,—of Thirteenth Anaad 
Report of the Inspectors, for 1898 [by | 

Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL 

Copies presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, 
2309 to 2311 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EAST INDIA (MILITARY BULLET). 
Return presented, — relative 
[Address 8th June — Lord 
Hamilton] ; 
be printed. [No. 264.] 


EAST INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN 
INDIA). 
Copy presented,—of Return of all} 


Loans raised in India, chargeable on the 

Revenues of India, 

commencement of the half-year ended on 

31st March 1899, &e. [by Act]; to lie | 

upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. | 

265.) 
PUBLIC RECORDS (WAR DEPART- 

MENT). 


Copy presented of Sixth Schedule, con- | 


aining a list and particulars of classes of 


documents existing, or in ordinary course | 


about to exist, in the Office of Her 


Majesty’s 


sidered of sufficient public value to justify 


their preservation in the Public Record | 
Office [by Command]—to lie upon the | 


Table. 
ROYAL NIGER COMPANY. 

Copies presented of — 

Notes on the Niger District and Niger | 
Coast Protectorates, 1882-93 ; 

Notification, British Protectorate over | 
Niger Districts, 5th June, 1885 ; 

Royal Charter “ National African Com- 
pany,” 10th July, 1886 ; 

Notification British Protectorate over 
Niger Districts, “ National African Com- 
pany,” now called “Royal Niger Com- 
pany,” 18th October, 1887 ; 

List of Treaties, 
pany and Royal Niger Company, with 
Native Chiefs, 1884-92 ; 


Notification “ Oil Rivers Protectorate 


to be called the Niger Coast Protectorate,” 
13th May, 1893; 
[by Command |—to lie upon the Table. 
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Annual Series, Nos. | 


to lie upon the Table, and to | 


outstanding at the | 


P rincipal Secretary of State for | 
the War Department, which are not con- | 


National African Com- | 


Questions. 10 
rae NIGER COMPANY (BALANCE- 
SHEETS). 

Copies presented of Balance-sheets of 
| the Royal Niger Company for each year 
‘from 1887 to 1898, inclusive [by Com- 


SERIES). | 


/mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
NIGER GOVERNMENT. 
Copies presented of Statements of 


| Revenue and Expenditure of Niger 
|Government from 1887 to 1898, in- 
clusive [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


thereto. 
George 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented of Seventeenth Annual 
Report of the Fishery Board for Scotland, 
being for the year 1898. Part III. [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


CIVIL SERVICE CLERKSHIPS. 
(CLASS I.) 


Return ordered, ‘‘ of appointments to 
| Class I. Clerkships in the Civil Service, 
from 1886 to 1898, inclusive, in the 
following form :— 





Number of appointments. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
( 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 








| fs 26] Cg 
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a | co) 
| | 
| | 
| 

| | | 

| —(Mr Tritton.) 

| ——— 

| QUESTIONS. 

= 

| TRAMORE BOATSLIP. 

| Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 


to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether the Admiralty will consider the 
advisability of erecting a boatslip at 
'Tramore, County Waterford, for the use 
of the coastguards and naval reserve men 
drilled at Tramore. 

THe CIVIL LORD or THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. AvusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
| Worcestershire, E.): It is not considered 
| necessary to construct a boatslip at 


| Tramore. 
| 








1] Questions. {COM 
SOLDIERS AND TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION. 

Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
1 beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War what is the object of the cir- 
cular issued from the War Office, under 
date 17th November, 1897, calling atten- 
tion to paragraph 195, Section 206, of 
the Queen’s Regulations, in respect to 
teaching soldiers a trade, also of the 
circular issued 15th February, 1898 ; 
and whether the Secretary of State for 
War contemplates allotting annually a 
sum of money towards the cost of 
technical instruction to soldiers in the 
technical schools of the country. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY 9 or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyNDHAM, 
Dover): The object of the circular re- 
ferred to was to encourage the soldier, 
while serving with the colours, to learn a 
trade which will be of use to him when 
he returns to civil life. It is not pro- 
posed to allot money to local technical 
schools. Such schools are precluded, by 
Section 8 of the Technical Instruction 
Act of 1889, from teaching the practice 
of any trade or industry to an unskilled 
artisan. 


UNDER-AGE RECRUITS. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 
Ibeg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that a boy 
named John Herbert Cairns, on 16th May 
Jast, enlisted at Belfast as a private in 
the Duke of Cornwall’s Light Infantry, 
and had then to join the depdt of the 
regiment in Bodmin, Cornwall ; whether 
he is aware that Cairns was under eighteen 


years of age when he enlisted ; will he | 


explain why an application for his release 


or discharge, enclosing certificate of age, | 


sent by his father to the Commanding 


Officer at Bodmin, was refused, whereas | 
another older person, enlisted at the same | 
time, was upon application released or | 


discharged ; and whether, under the 


peculiar circumstances of this case, the | 


father’s application will be reconsidered 
and granted. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: When a soldier, as 
in the case of Cairns, makes a false state- 
ment of age on enlistment and is sub- 


sequently shown to be between seventeen | 
and eighteen years of age, it rests with | 


the General Officer commanding the 
district to decide whether he shall be dis- 
charged or held to serve. In this case 


MONS} 


| the General, on the recommendation of 

the officer commanding Cairns’ battalion, 
decided to hold the soldier to his engage- 
ment. The other instance referred to 
cannot be traced without more _par- 
ticulars. 


Questions. 19 


CapTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): Are 
the parents of young lads communicated 
with previous to their enlistment ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A boy under seven- 
teen who is enlisted is discharged as a 
matter of course, but when the age is 
between seventeen and eighteen we leave 
the discretion in the hands of the 
General Officer commanding, because he 
is in a better position than we are to 
ascertain circumstances which might in- 
duce him to allow the lad to go back to 
his home. 


CANTEEN AND MESS CO-OPERATIVE 
SOCIETY. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office, 
in respect to the contract for the Cork 
Military District recently given to the 
Canteen and Mess Co-operative Society, 
| whether he is aware that the contract was 
given to this society at prices in excess of 
those quoted by a local contractor ; that 
183 articles were quoted by the local firm 
at prices below those of the Canteen 
Society, whilst 64 articles were quoted 
lower in price by the Canteen Society, 
and of these 64 the consumption is very 
small; and whether, in the interests of 
‘the soldiers, the War Office authorities 


: will order an investigation into the whole 


matter. 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. PoWELL- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.): The facts 
may or may not be as stated in the 
question of the hon. Member, but the 
tenders sent in were carefully considered 
by a board of officers, and the contracts 
' were placed after a thorough examination 
_of the samples submitted for inspection, the 
‘quality of the samples being taken into 
‘consideration as well as the price. I 
must repeat that matters relating to these 
supplies are dealt with by those who are 
interested in the Canteens, and who are 
responsible for their proper management, 
and the Secretary of State is not disposed 
_to interfere with them in the exercise of 


| their discretion. 
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r-Mr. FLYNN: If I lay before the hon. detailed reports of each of the incidents 
Gentleman a list which will substantiate mentioned in the first and second ques- 


Questions. l 4 


the statements in the question, will he 
look further into the matter ? 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I will 
fully consider anything the hon. Member 
may bring forward. 


CapTtaAIN DONELAN: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Cork shop- 
keepers contribute towards the main- 
tenance of the Army ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether he is aware that the Canteen and 
Mess Co-operative Society pay a dividend 
of not less than 5 per cent. to its share- 
holders ; if so, can it be so described as a 
provident society of which officers upon 
active service may act as directors without 
transgressing the Queen’s regulations. 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
Society pays a dividend of not more than 
5 per cent. It is registered as a provi- 
dent society under the Industrial and 
Provident Societies Act, 1893. It is not 
contrary to the Queen’s regulations for an 
officer on full pay to act on the committee 
of management of such a_ provident 
society, their individual interest in which 
is limited by the Act to £200 capital, 


PUNJAB—OUTRAGES BY PATHANS 
ON THE FRONTIER. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether at Peshawar, in March cf 
this year, Colonel Le Marchant, of the 
Hampshire Regiment, was assassinated, 
and in April three sentries of the Royal 
Scots Fusiliers cut off by Pathans; 
whether at Cherat, in May of this year, a 
sergeant was severely wounded by two 


Pathans and his rifle stolen, and a/| 
drummer of the Hampshire Regiment cut | 


off, while strolling outside the camp, and 
stabbed ; whether in respect of these 
crimes any reprisals or punishments have 
been inflicted upon the Pathans; and, 
what steps the Government are taking to 
put a stop to the constant attempts of the 
natives to murder and rob of their arms 
British soldiers on the Punjab frontier. 


tions, I have no reason to doubt their 
accuracy. In the case of the murderers 
of Colonel Le Marchant and the bandsmen, 
| the punishment of death has been inflicted . 
on the guilty persons. I await informa- 
tion as to the punishments awarded in 
| the other cases. In reply to the last part 
| of the question, I may state that a partial 
disarmament in the districts of Peshawar, 
Hazara, and Kohat has been effected as 
'an experimental measure, and if this 
proves to be ineffectual a total disarma- 
| ment will be enforced. 


BRITISH CONSULAR SERVICE IN 
CHINA—CONTRIBUTION BY INDIA. 
Mr. BUCHANAN § (Aberdeenshire, 

_E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 

for India whether a sum of £12,500 a 

year is paid by India to this eountry for 

'the British Consular Service in China ; 

'and, on what grounds, in the case of the 

| Vice-Consulate at Momien, in China, 

India has been called on to pay half the 

expenses of that establishment. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : The present ar- 
‘rangement under which India pays 
| £12,500 towards the cost of the British 

Diplomatic and Consular service in China, 
_andwhichissubjectto reconsideration after 

the 31st March next, was made in 1890. 
| But under Article XIII of the Burma- 
| China Convention of 1894, it became 
necessary to provide for a new consular 
| officer at Manwyne; and since the appoint- 
/ment was in a great measure made in the 
_interests of India, and especially of Indian 
‘trade with Bhamo, the Government of 
| India in 1896 accepted the principle of 
| joint liability, with the express under- 
| standing that, if Momien was preferred to 
| Manwyne for the consul’s residence, the 
‘liability would continue. 
MADRAS—BANKRUPT ZEMINDARS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask the 
| Secretary of State for India whether his 
| attention has been directed to the Madras 
| Court of Wards Amendment Act, 1899, 
| passed on the 9th of June by the Madras 
| Legislative Council, by which the Court: 
\of Wards is empowered to take charge of 
\the estates of bankrupt Zemindars, 
| manage their estates officially, and even-: 





‘ Tat SECRETARY or STATE For tually, when cleared of debt, hand them 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamiton, Middlesex, back to the original proprietors; and 
Ealing): Although I have not received | whether, before sanctioning this legis-i 
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{COM 


lation, he will make inquiry as to the 
grounds on which this alteration in the 


laws relating to bankruptcy is made, and | 
one class of proprietors treated differently | 
in the event of insolvency from the vast 


mass of Indian proprietors. 

Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have not 
yet received a copy of the Act referred to 
in its final form, and can therefore give 
no undertaking on the subject. But I 


may say that, so far as my knowledge | 


goes, I do not admit the accuracy of the 
description of it contained in the question. 
I believe that it applies only to the es- 
tates of persons who, by reason of age, or 
sex, or otherwise, are incapable of 
managing their affairs, and not to the 


whole class of Zemindars, nor to any es- | 


tates which are so encumbered by debt as 
to be incapable of restoration by proper 
management. I also believe that legis- 
Jation on the lines of this Act is in ac- 
cordance with the customs and the wishes 
of the people. 
THE HYDROGRAPHICAL CON- 
FERENCE. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I beg 

to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 


MONS} 
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jhe has three children dependent on him 
|for support, the Government wil! take 
immediate steps to procure his discharge. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The case has _ re- 
ceived, and is receiving, the careful atten- 
tion of the Secretary of State for Foreign 
_ Affairs. Scott was arrested at Bilbao on 
January 29th, 1899, on the charge of 
being drunk and disorderly. He was 
further charged with having assaulted the 
police and gaoler of the lock-up. As he 
had received serious wounds in the scuffle, 
| he was placed in the first instance in the 
prison infirmary, whence at the instance 
of Her Majesty’s Consul he was removed 
for better treatment to the Civil Hospital 
at Bilbao. He was sent back to the 
prison as cured on March 2nd. The case 
was then put down for trial in its proper 
turn. Kepeated representations have 
been made to the Spanish Government 
through Her Majesty’s Embassy at 
Madrid with a view to expedite the pro- 
ceedings. Her Majesty’s Government 
have some time ago authorised the Consul 
‘at Bilbao to engage the services of a 
Spanish lawyer to conduct Scott’s de- 
|fence. A further Report has been tele- 
graphed for. 


Foreign Affairs if he will state the names | 


of the countries represented at the Con- | 
ference of the North Sea Powers, and the | 


nature of the instructions given to the 
British representative. 

*THE 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): The 
countries represented at the Hydro- 
graphical Conference which lately met at 
Stockholm were : Great Britain, Germany, 
Russia, The Netherlands, Denmark, Swe- 
den, Norway. It would be premature to 
present to Parliament correspondence 
upon the subject, or the instructions 
given to the 
Report of the British delegates is received. 


IMPRISONMENT OF A BRITISH SATLOR 
AT BILBAO. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, | 
8.) : [beg to ask the Under Secretary of | 
State for Foreign Affairs if the attention | 


of Her Majesty’s Government has been 
directed to the case of Daniel Scott, a 


British sailor, unable to speak or under- | 


stand Spanish, who has been in prison for 
seven months, without trial, at Bilbao, 
Spain. Whether up till the time of his 


imprisonment for an alleged assault he | 


held a good character; and whether, as 


UNDER - SECRETARY _ oF | 


Commissioners till the | 


THE ARMENIAN CHRISTIANS. 

Mr. J. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs, whether he 
can give any information as to the 
_ present serious position of the Armenian 
Christians in the Provinces of Van, Bitlis, 
and Ezeroum ; whether any action has 
| been taken by the English and Russian 
Consuls in the districts referred to to 
discover the instigators of the recent 
raids upon Armenian Christians; and 
| whether any steps have been taken by 
the British representatives at Constanti- 
nople to secure a change in the administra- 
tion of these provinces. 


| 
| *Mr. BRODRICK: We have heard 
| quite recently that Turkish troops were 
sent to the Mush plain in search of revolu- 
tionists. Her Majesty’s Vice-Consul at 
Van has just returned there from a 
| journey to Bitlis. According to his 
|} account the operations were directed 
entirely against revolutionists, who were 
said to be in hiding, the innocent villagers 
being left undisturbed. Her Majesty’s 
Government have no information as to 
raids on Armenian Christians, other than 
| revolutionists as stated above, but Her 


| 
‘ 
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Majesty’s Ambassador will be asked for a 
further Report. 
THE EGYPTIAN EXILES. 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL PRYCE-JONES 
(Montgomery Boroughs) : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether Toulba Pasha was allowed 
to return from his exile in Ceylon to 
Egypt on account of enfeebled health ; 
and whether, in view of the age of the 
remaining four exiles, and the complaints 
which they have made as to the effects of 
the climate upon their health, Her 
Majesty’s Government will recommend to 
Lord Cromer to consent to extend the 
privilege of a change to some other British 
colony, if a return to Egypt should be 
still considered unadvisable, in the case of 
these four old men. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Failing health was 
the chief plea put forward for the return 
of Toulba Pasha, but he was regarded as 
probably the least important of the exiles. 
If the remaining exiles should petition for 
a transfer to some other British colony 
the application would be referred to the 
Egyptian Government for their considera- 
tion. The decision does not rest with 
Lord Cromer. 

WEST INDIES—FRUIT TRADE—RUM 
DUTIES. . 

Mr. W. F. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, 
Abercrombie): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he can 
now state the arrangements made by his 
Department for the conveyance of fruit 
from the West Indies, or any of them, to 
the United Kingdom or to the United 
States and Canada; and whether the 
Returns re the local rates on rum manu- 
facture will be ready for presentation 
before the House rises. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 





THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | 


Birmingham, W.): A contract has been 
signed with the Jamaica Fruit and Pro- 
duce Association for a direct fruit and 
passenger service between Jamaica and 
the United Kingdom, to commence in 
May, 1900. The contract is for a period 
of five years, and the steamers will run 
fortnightly at an average speed of fifteen 
knots between Kingston and Port Antonio 
and Southampton. The steamers will be 
fitted for the conveyance of fruit, and 
will have storage for at least 20,000 
bunches of bananas. 
possess accommodation for twenty-five 
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They will also | 


Questions. 18- 
s 


| first-class and twelve second-class pas- 
| sengers. The contractors bind themselves 
inter alia to employ at least six agents in 
| Jamaica in developing the fruit industry, 
to improve the wharf accommodation at 
Kingston and other ports, and to build. 
one or more hotels in the island. The 
subsidy payable is £10,000 per annum, of 
which half will be contributed by the 
Imperial Government, to be increased to 
£12,000 if more passenger accommoda- 
tion is required. A_ contract will, 


it is hoped, shortly be concluded 
with the aid of an Imperial sub- 
sidy between the Dominion Govern- 


ment and Messrs. Pickford and Black. 
The contract is for a period of five years, , 
the service is to begin in July 1900, and 
the contractors will bind themselves to 
maintain a fortnightly service from 
Halifax and St. John’s alternately to 
Trinidad and British Guiana at an 
average rate of ten knots per hour. The 
steamer will proceed alternately (1) by 


way of Bermuda, St. Kitts, Antigua, 
Montserrat, Dominica, Saint Lucia, 
Barbados, Saint Vincent, Grenada, 


Tobago, to Trinidad and (2) by way of 
Bermuda, Saint Lucia, Barbados, Trini- 
dad,to British Guiana. No arrangements 
have at present been made for the re- 
maining service recommended by the 
West India Royal Commission, viz., a 
special fruit service between Dominica 
and Saint Vincent and the United States 
of America or Canada. I fear that there 
is no probability of the information being 
received from all the Colonies in time for 
the Return to be presented during the 
present Session. I may remind the 
hon. Member that the Return is not 
limited to the manufacture of rum, but 
extends to the production of spirits of 
every kind. 


LAND ORDINANCES OF CEYLON. 
Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he can now distribute to 
Members the Report of the Governor of 
Ceylon on the working of the Land Ordi- 
nances of 1897 in that island. 
| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I hope that 
| the papers will be in the hands of Mem- 
| bers by the end of next week. 
| BRITISH SOUTH AFRICA COMPANY’S 
ACCOUNTS. 
Mr. J. E. ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
| Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
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State for the Colonies whether, fas re- 
quired by Article 17 of its Charter, the 
British South Africa Company has duly 
furnished to him accounts of its admini- 
strative expenditure and sums received 
as public revenue for the financial years 
1896, 1897, and 1898, and an estimate of 
such revenue and expenditure for 1899, 
and whether he will lay them upon the 
Table ; whether, at a recent meeting of 
the Legislative Council of Rhodesia, the 
administration stated the administrative 
expenditure for 1898 had been £783,985, 
and the public revenue £225,000, or, 
adding sale of lands, £272,955 ; what is 
now the accumulated deficit arising from 
excess of expenditure over income ; and 
what is the date up to which the last 
balance sheet of this company was made 
up and presented by its board of directors 
to the shareholders. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: (1) I have 
received the accounts for the financial 
years ended 31st March, 1896, 31st 
March, 1897, and 31st March, 1898, and 
an estimate of expenditure for the year 
ending 3lst March, 1899, with a state- 
ment of the revenue for that year. I 
have also received the estimate of expen- 
diture for the year ending 31st March, 
1900. They will be laid on the Table. 
(2) I understand that the Administrator 
has made a statement to this effect with 
respect to the revenue and expenditure 
for the year ended 31st March, 1899. 
(3) There is no accumulated deficit. All 
deficits have been met by the company. 
(4) The date of the last balance-sheet 
presented by the directors to the share- 
holders is 31st March, 1897. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
On behalf of the hon Member for the 
Eifion Division of Carnarvonshire, I beg 


| THE 


to ask the Secretary of State for the | 


Colonies whether, in view of the fact that 
the expenditure of the British South 
Africa Company last year exceeded the 
revenue by £511,000, equal to £51 per 
head of the estimated white population, 
and the estimated deficit for the current 
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| ference 
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30th of September, 1898, at 13,346, and 
therefore the deficit for last year would 
be at the rate of £38, not £51, per head. 
Her Majesty’s Government do not pro- 
pose to depart from their policy of 
declining to assume financial responsi- 
bility in regard to the affairs of the 
company. 

BLOEMFONTEIN CONFERENCE, 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the despatches from Sir A, 
Milner, giving an account of the con- 
at Bloemfontein, have been 
received, and when they will be laid upon 
the Table of the House. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The 
despatch has been received, but Sir A. 
Milner states that the notes of the Con- 
ference which he transmits are not finally 
settled, as he was waiting to receive any 
comments which the Government of the 


‘South African Republic might desire to 


make on them. On the receipt of any 
corrections of the notes or on informa- 
tion that they require no correction, the 
despatch and its enclosures can be laid on 
the Table if desired, but I imagine that 
the House will probably think that it is 
not desirable in the present state of the 
proceedings. 


Mr. DILLON: Is it not a fact that 
the Dutch version of the proceedings of 
the conference, which, I understand, was 
verbatim the same as the English version, 
was published in Pretoria three weeks 
ago? Surely the information given at 
Pretoria three weeks ago ought to be 
given now in the House of Commons 4 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: I am_ not 
aware whether that is so or not. At any 
rate the facts are as I stated. Sir Alfred 
Milner has informed me that he has sub- 
mitted his notes for correction to the 
Government of the South African Re- 
public, and I should not like in any case 


to take the responsibility of publishing 


‘from the Government of 
| African Republic. 


year is £418,700, Her Majesty’s Govern- | 


ment contemplate taking any actidn in 
reference to the serious condition of the 
financies of Rhodesia disclosed by these 
figures. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I under- 
stand that the white population of 


Rhodesia was officially estimated on the , 


them until the answer has been received 
the South 
And I have further 
stated that, in the present state of 
matters, while negotiations are still pro- 


‘ceeding, although they are not official 
| hegotiations, and until the result of those’ 
negotiations is known, I do not myself! 


propose, unless I am pressed by hon. and 


right hon. Gentlemen opposite, to publish: 


any further. Papers. 
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Mr. DILLON: As I take avery strong | 
view of this subject, I will repeat this 
question in a week, trusting that the 
right hon. Gentleman will have received 
by that time—— (Cries of “Order.”] | 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): On a 
point of order, Sir, is the hon. Member 
entitled to give his reasons 4 


Mr. DILLON : 


reasons, 


I am not giving 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
not entitled to do more—and that only 
by the courtesy of the House—than to 
give notice that he will repeat his ques- 
tion, 





Mr. DILLON : I was not going to give 
reasons. I was only going to state in a 
sentence the reason why——— [Cries of 


“Order.” | 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


will see that it is impossible for hon. 
Members to go into the reasons which lead 
them to put down their questions. 


Mr. DILLON: Then I will simply say 
that I shall repeat my question on this 
day week. 


VENTILATION ON THE UNDER- 
GROUND RAILWAY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade, in view of the fact 
that the system of blow-holes, for the 
better ventilation of the Metropolitan 
Underground Railways, as recommended 
by Sir Wolfe Barry and the late Sir John 
Baker, has proved a failure, will he state 
whether any steps are being taken to pro- 
vide fans as a means of improving the | 
atmosphere in the tunnels ; and whether 
any effort is being made to introduce 
electric traction on these lines. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Ritcuir, Croydon): | 
No, Sir, fans are not being provided on 
the Metropolitan Underground Railways ; 
the companies are not prepared to admit | 
that the blow-hole system has proved a | 
failure. On the other hand, experiments | 
are being made between Earl’s Court and | 
High Street, Kensington, with the object | 
of introducing electric traction, and I am | 
informed that such experiments will be | 
actively prosecuted. | 
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Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man not aware that the Departmental Com- 
mittee, appointed by himself two or three 
years ago, distinctly showed that these 
blow-holes were an utter and absolute 
failure ? } 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


THE AUSTRAL CYCLE AGENCY. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, in reference 
to the winding-up of the Austral Cycle 
Agency (Limited), whether he is aware 
that no annual meetings of the company 
have ever been held, and no statements 
of the accounts of the company placed 
before the shareholders, and no account 
given by the directors of the way in 
which the capital of the company 
(£100,000) has been used; have any 
steps been taken to compel these returns ; 
and whether he can say if this is one of 
the companies promoted by Mr. E. T, 
Hooley. 

Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir, I am unable to 
give information as to the first and third 
paragraphs of this question. The Board 
have no power to compel the company to 
make such returns, this being, as I have 
already informed the hon. Member, a 
voluntary liquidation, and therefore not 
subject to the supervision of the Board of 
Trade. 


Mr. FLYNN: Has the Board of Trade 
no power in reference to cases of this 
kind 2 

Mr. RITCHIE: Not where the wind- 


ing-up is voluntary. 


BOATING DISASTER AT PWLLHELI. 


Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE (Carnarvon, 
&e.): I beg to ask the President of the 
3oard of Trade whether he is aware that 
the Corporation of Pwllheli, in the year 
1897, sought Parliamentary powers to 
enable them to regulate the number of 
passengers allowed to be carried by 
pleasure boats in their district ; and that 
the Committee of the House of Lords 
struck out the clause containing such 
powers ; and whether, if the Corporation 
promote a Bill containing a similar clause 
in the ensuing session of Parliament, the 
Board of Trade will support the measure. 


Mr. RITCHIE: There was a clause in 


the Bill introduced by the Corporation of 


Pwllheli in 1897, providing for licences 
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for pleasure boats which would possibly 
have enabled the Corporation to regulate 
the number of passengers to be carried by 
such boats in their district. It appears 
that this clause was struck out of the Bill 
while it was before the House of Com- 
mons, but I am not aware of the reasons. 
Having regard to the provisions of 
Section 172 of the Public Health Act, 
1875, I am not of opinion that any legis- 
lative sanction is necessary to enable the 
Corporation to make bye-laws to regulate 
the number of passengers to be carried by 
pleasure boats. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Was it not 
struck out in the House of Lords ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: My information is | 
that it was struck out in the Commons. 


THE METEOROLOGICAL OFFICE. 

Lord CHARLES BERESFORD 
(York): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether he is aware that, 
owing to the necessity of providing pen- 
sions for old servants, the Meteorological | 
Office is about to cut down its expenses by 
withdrawing the small payments made at 
York and other stations: and whether, 
in view of the important national work 
done by the Meteorological Office, he ean 
see his way to increase the present 
Government Grant, which is only £15,300 
a year. 

THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicxs-Bracu, Bris- 
tol, W.): I have no reason to suppose 
that there is any necessity for an increase 
in the Grant for this purpose, and I have 
received no application from the Royal 
Society on the subject. Her Majesty’s 
Government do not interfere with the 
mode in which the Grant is expended 


LOYAL NIGER COMPANY’S TREATIES. 

Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, §8.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether any of the 300 treaties, and if so 
how many, entered into between the 
Royal Niger Company and kings and | 
chiefs in West African territories, will be 
included in the promised Papers dealing 
with the abrogation of the company’s 
charter and the purchase of its interests 
by Her Majesty’s Government. 

Sir M. HICKS-BEACH: It is not 
possible to give full details of the Treaties, 
of which there are many hundreds. But a 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 24 


complete list of the treaties and of the 
forms in which they are drawn is given 
in Hertslet’s Map of Africa by Treaty, 
Vol. I, pages 450-480 — which is in 
the library, and a reprint of this section 
will be included in the Papers to be pre- 
sented to Parliament. 


ROTTEN ROW. 

Mr. CARLILE (Bucks, N.): I beg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works if 
he is aware that in Rotten Row the mud 
pits are cleaned out, and carting going 
on, and the ground scraped and raked 
during the time when tne Row is full, 
viz., from ten till twelve in the morning, 
and inconvenience caused thereby ; and 
whether this work could be done in the 
afternoon, or very early morning, when no 
one is riding. 


An Hon. Member: Will the right 


hon. Gentleman also give instructions that 


where excavations do take place the 
débris shall be removed at once, instead of 
being left for two or three days ? 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers-DovuGLas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): In reply to my hon. 
friend, [ have to say that usually, and as 
far as possible, the gullies in Rotten Row 
are cleared out in the early morning and 
late afternoon ; but after heavy rain (as 
on the occasion in question) the work 
has to proceed all day. I will inquire if 
any further action can be taken to meet 
the wishes of the hon. Member. I am 
informed that the débris is removed 
daily. 


FAIRFIELD ROAD, BRISTOL, HIGHER 
GRADE SCHOOL. 

Sir WILLIAM WILLS (Bristol, E.) * 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education, if he 
will explain on what grounds the Science 
and Art Department has declined to re- 
cognise the Fairfield Road (Bristol) 


| Higher Grade School (which was erected 


with the sanction of the Education De- 
partment) as a school of science, although 
it is equipped and _ staffed and at 
present doing the work of a science 
school. 

THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
versity): The Science and Art Depart- 
ment has not declined to recognise the 
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School as a school of science. It appears | 
that the maintenance by a school board | 
of a school of science at the expense of | 
the school rate is illegal ; and the de- 
partment are therefore awaiting the 
result of negotiations between the School 
Board and County Council of Bristol, 
which they hope will result in the pro- | 
vision of funds which may legitimately be 
applied to that purpose. 
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with reference to the recent conference by 
postal telegraph clerks held in Belfast, 
will he explain why a general permission 
to delegates to inspect the system of 
working and the internal arrangements 
of the telegraph department of the post 
office in Belfast was declined, and an inti- 


| mation conveyed that only to such dele- 


gates as came fortified with individual 
letters of introduction would the privilege 
be accorded, although in places in which 


‘the conference was previously held, 


LIVERPOOL POST OFFICE CASHIER. 
Mr. STOCK (Liverpool, Walton): I) 


beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster-General, 
whether he has received memorials dated 
29th July, 1898, and 24th November, 
1898, from about 260 members of the 
postal establishment at Liverpool pro- 
testing against the transfer of the position 
of cashier in the Liverpool Post Office 
from the postal to the telegraph depart- 
ment; will he explain why no communi- 
cation whatever on the subject has been 
made to the staff since the memorial 
dated July was formally acknowledged 
by the Secretary to the Department, and 
that the memoria! dated November has 
not even been acknowledged; and, | 
whether, as the suspension of the Post- | 
master-General’s decision is causing much | 
concern to the staff, who regard the) 
matter as one of great importance, he 
will give a date when the petitioners may 
expect a reply. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnNsBuwry, 
Preston): The memorials of July and 
November were duly received. It was | 
only in the month of June previous that | 
a full answer was given on the same 
subject to a memorial dated the 15th 
May ; and the Postmaster-General is not 
able to add anything to what he then | 
said. Other proposals regarding the 
Liverpool office are, however, under his 
consideration, and these may affect the 
position of the memorialists. It may be | 
added that no vacancy has yet arisen in | 
the post referred to, and that the transfer | 
has therefore had no effect at present | 
upon the postal staff. 


BELFAST. | 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I | 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, | 
as representing the Postmaster-General, 


including Belfast in 1885 and Dublin 
1897, this request was granted; and 
whether he is aware that the conference 
was composed of delegates, many of whom 


/were men of long service and varied 


experience, from every important office in 
the kingdom. 

Mr. HANBURY: The authorities in 
Ireland declined to give a general per- 
mission to the conference of telegraphists 
to visit the instrument room at Belfast, 
as they were of opinion that it might give 
rise to inconvenience and that no useful 
purpose would be served. The Post- 
master-General has not considered _ it 
necessary to inquire what was the service 
or experience of the delegates. 


SOUTH KENSINGTON MUSEUM. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 


| beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 


if he can state the dates of the two com- 
petitions to fill the place of assistant in 
the South Kensington Museum (Art 
Branch), at which Mr. Herbert Caleb 
Andrews passed in the obligatory sub- 
jects ; whether the result of these exa- 
minations was gazetted, and, if so, when ; 
why it was that Mr. Andrews did not get 


| a certificate as the result of either of these 


examinations ; and whether any _pre- 


| cedent exists for the issue of a Civil Ser- 


vice certificate in the circumstances under 
which Mr. Andrews obtained it. 


*Mr. HANBURY: The two compe- 


| titions were held in February, 1897, and 


June, 1898, and the results were gazetted 
on 2nd March, 1897 and 5th July, 1898. 
Mr. Andrews was not successful at either 
examination, although he qualified at 
both, and therefore no certificate was 
then issued to him. It has been the 
practice of the Civil Service Commis- 


'sioners that, if only one candidate enters 


for an open competition, he should, if 


‘qualified, receive the appcintment in 


question. It has also been the practice 
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not to re-examine a candidate who has | 


qualified at a previous examination. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE METRO- 
POLITAN WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. LAURENCE HARDY (Kent, 
Ashford) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury what was the cost of print- 
ing the Minutes of Proceedings of the 
Royal Commission on the Metropolitan 
Water Supply, and how many copies of 
such Minutes were printed; why the 
Kent authorities who appeared before the 
Commission have been charged the sum of 
£165 for each of the two copies of such 
Minutes obtained by them ; and whether 
some means can be provided whereby the 
proceedings of Royal Commissions can be 
obtained at a less expense than has been 
incurred in the present case. 

*Mr. HANBURY : No official Minutes 
have as yet been published. The hon. 
Member probably refers to certain reports 
which were taken as a private arrange- 
ment by parties interested, and for which 
the Government has, of course, no re- 
sponsibility whatever. The _ official 
Minutes will shortly be issued as an 
ordinary Blue Book. 

SCOTTISH. COUNTY ROLLS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, whether the Secretary for Scot- 
land willconsider theexpediency of making 
arrangements under which his Depart- 
ment may be in possession of the valuation 
roll for each county in Scotland. 


*TuE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM MurRAy, Buteshire): So far 
back as 1888 the then Secretary for Scot- 
land endeavoured to arrange for the 
delivery of the County Rolls of Scotland 
at the Scottish Office, but, on inquiry, it 
was found that there were practical difti- 
culties in the way of carrying out such an 
arrangement, in respect that some of the 
counties do not print their rolls. As a 
matter of fact it has not been found 
necessary to have them in the Scottish 
Office, as a copy of any particular county 
roll can, if required, always be obtained. 


RATE COLLECTION IN THE ISLAND OF 
LEWIS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state what system is 
adopted for securing the payment of rates 
in the Island of Lewis and Lochbroom, 
on the western mainland of Ross-shire, 
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/and in what respect it differs from the 
system adopted in other parts of the 
County of Ross and Cromarty where 
the rates are successfully collected; 
and if he will state how many of the 
2,688 persons disfranchised in the county 
for failure to pay rates before the 20th 
June, 1898, paid their rates four months 
subsequent to that date. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: 
The system of collecting rates is locally 
arranged, and is not under the control of 
any department of Government ; I have, 
therefore, no definite information on the 
subject. I have communicated with 
the Local Government Board, but there 
is no information in that Department 
which would enable me to reply to the 
question. 


SCHOOL INSPECTIONS IN SCOTLAND. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether it is the practice of 
inspectors of schools in Scotland to visit 
each school in their respective districts on 
at least two separate occasions during the 
year; and whether care will be taken 
that the schools in Wester Ross are 
inspected on two separate occasions 
during the current year. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Every 
effort will be made to have two visits of 
inspection to each school in the course of 
the year, and at times even more than two 
visits may be desirable; but it is ob- 
viously impossible to give a pledge that 
this will be the universal practice in all 
schools. 


VACCINATION FINES AT CHESTER- 
FIELD. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
his attention has been called to the deci- 
sion of the magistrates at the Chesterfield 
Borough Police Court on Thursday, 22nd 
June last, whereby three men were each 
fined 5s. for neglecting to have their chil- 
dren vaccinated, besides having to pay 7s. 
costs and 20s. for the vaccination officer, 
amounting in all to the sum of £1 12s, 
each ; whether this is in accordance with 
an instruction from the Local Government 
Board ; and whether the course adopted 
by the magistrates is a legal one. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 

THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
| WuitE RiIptey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
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The total amount of fines and costs which 
the defendants were ordered to pay was in 
one case 32s., in another 24s. 6d., and in 
the third 22s. 6d. The Local Govern- 
ment Board did not, and could not, give 
any instructions in such a matter te the 
magistrates. I see nothing illegal in the 
manner these cases were dealt with. 


FRUIT PRESERVING TRADE—WOMEN 
OV ERTIME. 

Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
under what circumstances he has made his 
order extending the special exception for 
the employment of women overtime to the 
washing of bottles for use in the preserv- 
ing of fruit; and by what evidence it has 
been proved to his satisfaction that such 
employment will not injure the health of 
the women employed. 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: The pro- 
cess in question having been regarded as 
outside the Factory Acts, there has 
hitherto been no restriction on overtime 
employment. Recently I was advised 
that the Factory Acts applied to this pro- 
cess, and gave directions that they should 
be enforced; but, as I was satisfied that 
there is unavoidably a severe press of 
work at certain seasons, I have granted 
the limited overtime which is enjoyed by 
other season trades—an hour and a half 
on thirty days in the year. The Chief 
Inspector reports that there is nothing 
in the nature of the employment which 
could render this small amount of over- 
time injurious to the women employed. 
It is a very slight concession as against 
the restriction of hours now for the first 
time insisted on. 


APPEAL UNDER * Se FACTORIES 
ACT. 


Mr. TENNANT 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the dismissal of an 
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*Sir_ M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have 


received a report from the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant with regard to the failure of the appeal 


mentioned in the question. It appears to 
have been due to the failure of the Ses- 
sional Crown Solicitor to serve the neces- 
sary notice on the respondents’ solicitor 
before filing the case at court. The 
Attorney-General has called upon the 
solicitor for an explanation. The costs 


‘have not yet been ascertained, but will 


probably not exceed £10. 


Mr. TENNANT: I will put a further 


| question on this. 


POLICE COURT PERJURY. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for the Eifion Division 
of Carnarvonshire, I beg to ask the See- 
retary of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called to 
the statements made by the Stipendiary 
Magistrate at the Southwark Police Court, 
at the conclusion of a case tried before 
him on Monday last, that it was perfectly 
clear that some of the witnesses had come 
to the court to commit wilful downright 
absolute perjury, and that there was no 
doubt that perjury of this kind went on 
every day at every police court; and 
whether Her Majesty’s Government will 
introduce legislation for the more sum- 
mary punishment of the perjury which is 
alleged by the magistrate to be prevalent 
in English police courts. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : I have seen 
a report of the magistrate’s remarks. I 
do not see my way to promote legislation 
to make convictions for perjury easier, 
the difficulty now experienced in securing 
such convictions being the difficulty of 


| obtaining sufficient evidence. 


(Berwickshire): I. 


appeal in which Her Majesty’s Inspector | 


of Factories, Miss Paterson, 
appellant, and the Donegal Fishing Com- 
pany were the respondents, in the Appeal 
Court, Dublin, on the ground that notice 


was the | 


} 


LEAD POISONING. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): On behalf of the hon. Member 
for Hanley I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he is in a position to state the 
results of the monthly examinations of 
women and young persons employed in 
processes of pottery where lead com- 


of appeal, with a copy of the case, had | pounds are used for the six months of the 


not been lodged 


with the respon-| current year, compared with the like 


dents three days after the case was re-| period of 1898 before the examinations 
ceived ; what was the reason for the non- | were instituted; and will he also say 
fulfilment of this statutory requirement ;| what has been the experience during the 


and what was the amount of the costs. 


same comparative periods of other trades. 
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subject to plumbism where no such 
periodical examinations of the workers 
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are required as those provided for by the | 


‘Home Office Rules of last year. 
*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : Comparing 
the first six months of 1898 with the first 


six months of 1899 it appears that the | 


number of reported cases of lead poison- 
ing in the china and earthenware industry 
has diminished from 223 to 160, while as 
regards notification of lead poisoning 
generally there has been some increase in 
the number of reported cases. The dimi- 
nution in the china and earthenware 
industry is probably due, in part at any 
rate, to the monthly medical examina- 
tion. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE: Do not the 
figures vary much from month to month, 
so as torender any comparison fallacious ? 

*Sm M. WHITE RIDLEY: Un- 
doubtedly there is a great variation, but 
I think on the whole there is a satis- 
factory decrease in regard to the earthen- 
ware industry. 


Mr. TENNANT: Is it not the fact 
that the monthly examination produced 
such poor results that new rules had to be 
issued last year ? 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: The figures 
which I have given refer rather to the 
pottery than to the white lead industry. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: On 
behalf of the hon. Member for Hanley, I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is now able 
to give an analysis of the official statistics 
of lead poisoning, distinguishing the cases 
of a serious, slight, or doubtful character. 

*Sirn M. WHITE RIDLEY: Of the 
160 cases of lead poisoning reported in 
the china and earthenware industry 77 
are classed as slight, 72 as moderate or 
severe, and in 11 cases the degree of 
severity is not stated. Out of the 160 
cases 22 may be regarded as doubtful, on 
the ground that the certifying surgeon 
did not consider that there were unmis- 
takable symptoms of lead poisoning. It 


must he remembered that the occupier | 
which a} 


sometimes reports cases in 
“medical man has not been consulted. 


WEST HAM WARD DIVISIONS. 
Smk CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
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Department if he has received a request 
from the Town Council of West Ham 
asking that action on the proposed 
division of wards might be indefinitely 
postponed, on the ground that the 
Council, by 25 votes to 11, takes a 
different view from that entertained by 
their predecessors ; and what course he 
proposes to take. 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: Yes, I 
have received such a request this morning, 
but see no reason for departing from the 
decision which has been arrived at after 
careful consideration. 


OMAGH TOWN COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the Town Commissioners of 
Omagh addressed to the Local Govern- 
ment Board a petition to have their town 
constituted an urban sanitary authority, 
and in reply were informed that the 
opinion of the Tyrone County Council 
should be elicited as to the proposal ; is he 
aware that the Tyrone County Council, 
by unanimous voice, gave its endorsement 
to the petition of the Omagh Town Com- 
missioners ; and will he state the cause of 
delay on the part of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in granting to a town of 
5,000 inhabitants the sanitary powers 
necessary to its welfare. 

THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. G. W. BaLrour, Leeds, 
Central): The facts are as stated in the 
first paragraph of this question. It was 
always the practice of the Local Govern- 
ment Board before constituting towns as 
road authorities under the Public Health 
Act, to afford grand juries an opportunity 

| of expressing their views upon such pro- 
posal, which, if carried into effect, deprived 
them of their jurisdiction over the urban 
areas. For the same reason the Board 
think it right to give the county 
councils an opportunity of appearing at 
the inquiries and _ expressing — their 
opinions upon any application made by 
the towns under Section 42 of the Local 
|Government Act. I believe the Tyrone 
Council is in favour of the proposal, and 
if this is so they probably will not think 
\it necessary to be represented at the 
|inquiry. The delay in holding the 
| inquiry is caused by the fact that a large 
/ number of similar applications have to be 
| dealt with, and these must be taken in 
| turn, 
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TYPHUS FEVER IN COUNTY 
GALWAY. 


Mr. O’MALLEY (Galway, Connemara): 


I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to the several 


cases of fever, said to be typhus, in the 
neighbourhood of Spiddal, County Gal- | 


way ; whether any steps have been taken 


by the sanitary authorities as to the sani- | 
of the houses and the | 
purity of the water'supply ; and whether | 


tary condition 
he will state the number of deaths from 
fever in the said district for the last 
twelve months. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 
Government Board have been informed 
by the medical officer of the district that 
there have been eight cases of typhus 
fever in the district during the past nine 
months, which is the period for which he 
has been in charge, and that one death 
from fever has occurred during the same 
period. There are no cases of typhus 
fever, however, at present in the district. 
On the 16th June the Board received 
from their medical inspector a report on 
the condition of the district, and they 
have communicated with the sanitary 
authorities on the subject urging them to 
remedy forthwith all sanitary defects in 
the district. 

IRISH LOAN FUNDS—CHARITABLE 
LOANS BILL. 


Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his atten- 
tion has been called to a letter from Mr. 
Young, late inspector of loan funds in 
Ireland ; and whether, taking into account | 
the fact that so many of the poorer and 
industrial classes in Ireland, both de- | 
benture holders in and borrowers from 
the loan funds, have been ruined by the 
gross mismanagement of the local offices, 
and as the letter referred to now discloses, 
by the neglect of the Central Board in 
Dublin appointed by Government, he will 
endeavour to bring in the Charitable 
Loans (Ireland) Bill, er some other Bill, 
by which the loan fund victims may 
recover some of their loss. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply to 
the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
The abuses in the working of the Loan 
Fund Societies were disclosed, not by the 
reports of the late inspector, but by the 
report of the committee appointed to 
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|inquire into the system. The object of 
‘the Charitable Loans Bill is to provide 
'means for the more effectual recovery of 
outstanding debts in connection with 
| these societies ; but if the Bill is opposed 
| there is little hope, I am afraid, that the 
xovernment will be able to pass it through 
Parliament during the present session. 


Questions. 


QUEEN’S COLLEGE (BELFAST). 

Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Government 
has received a claim from any representa- 
tive body in Ulster in favour of limiting 
the appointment of President of Queen’s 
College, Belfast, to Presbyterians or Pres- 
byterian divines ; and whether that claim 
has been conceded, or is the appointment 
open to Catholics. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am not 
aware that a claim, such as is referred to 
in the first paragraph, has been received 
at any time by the Irish Government ; 
certainly no such claim has been received 
by the present Government. The appoint- 
ment is open to Roman Catholics. 


CASHEL PRINTING CONTRACT. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the printing for the urban council 
of the City of Cashel, County Tipperary, 
is now being done at a distance of twelve 
miles, whereas it could be more promptly 
and economically done in the office of the 


| local newspaper, the Cashel Sentinel ; and 


whether the proprietor of that journal, 


i'as a member of the urban council, is 


legally entitled to insert the council’s 
advertisements in his paper, but debarred 
from doing any general printing for the 
council. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am not ina 


| position to express any opinion as to 


whether the printing for the Cashel Urban 
District Council could be more promptly 
and more economically done at the office 
of the newspaper mentioned than by the 
printing firm now engaged upon the work. 
The provisions of Article 12 (4) and (5) 
of the Application of Enactments Order 
appear to be correctly interpreted in the 
second paragraph of the question. 


RENTS IN COUNTY TYRONE. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 


B 
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of Ireland whether he has observed 
that, in the case of Patrick MacNeill, 
Pink Schedule dated 16th February, 
1899, 15 per cent. is added to the rent 
for proximity to Moy, County Tyrone ; 
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electoral division of the county. It is not 
| proposed to lay a copy of these notices on 

the Table of the House. I have no 

official knowledge of the politics of the 
' candidates. 


and in the case of A. M‘Kenzie, Pink | 


Schedule dated 19th July, 1898, no per- 


centage is added for proximity to Moy, , 


although both farms are equi-distant from 
the town of Moy, which has less than 
1,000 inhabitants; and whether he can 
explain this difference of procedure in 
fixing fair rents. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A reference 
to the Chairman of the Sub-Commission 
is necessary in order to obtain a report as 
to the facts of the two cases mentioned, 
and I would ask the hon. Member to 
repeat the question this day week. 


LORD DILLON’S ESTATE. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
hheg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can now 
state the gross and net rental of Lord 
Dillon’s estate purchased by the Con 
gested Districts Board, and the purpose 
for which the mansion house in County 
Roscommon is being rebuilt. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The gross 
rental of this estate in the year 1898 was 
£20,295. The net rental in the same 
year was £16,639, and the deductions by 
which this amount is arrived at include 
an annual charge of £1,000 which will 
expire in November next. The house was 
in course of completion, and was nearly 
finished, at the date of the agreement to 
purchase. It will be finished at Lord 
Dillon’s expense. The Board have not 
yet considered the question of its dis- 
posal. 

MONAGHAN COUNTY COUNCIL 

ELECTIONS. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has any objection to 
grant a Return setting forth the number 
of eounty council seats contested in the 
County of Monaghan at the recent elec- 
tions, setting forth the names of the can- 


didates, together with their politics, if, 


ascertainable, and the number of votes 
received by each candidate. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Printed 
notices containing the names of the candi- 
dates, and the number of votes recorded 
for each, have been plaearded in every 


GOVERNMENT SURCHARGES 
IN IRELAND. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland what right of appeal 
exists in Ireland against surcharges made 
by the auditors appointed by the Local 
Government Board ; and have the people of 
'Treland the same right of appeal against 
such surcharges as is possessed by the 
people of Great Britain where surcharges 
are made by auditors appointed by the 
Local Government Board. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : Under Section 
63 of the Local Government Act, 1898, 
persons aggrieved by the decisions of 
auditors in Ireland have practically the 
same right of appeal as exists in England ; 
that is to say, they may appeal against 
|sureharges either to the Local Govern- 
ment Board or to the Court of Queen’s 


| Bench. 


; LOCAL 


IRISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD, 

Mr. DAVITT: I beg to ask the Chief 
‘Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he can state how soon 
he intends to ask the House to make 
| provision for the increased funds, which 
‘he declared at the beginning of the 
present session it was the intention of 
'the Government to propose should be 
added to the present revenues of the 
Congested Districts Board. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Bill deal- 
ing with this subject is nearly ready, and 
I propose to introduce it shortly. In 

‘ addition to making provision for increased 
funds there will be included in the Bill 
‘some Amendments of the provisions of 
the Land Act of 1896, so far as these 
affect the Congested Districts Board ; but 
it is not proposed that the Bill shall 
contain anything of a contentious nature. 


IRISH TITHE RENT-CHARGE BILL. 
Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
| Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland when the Treasury Memorandum 
on the Irish Tithe Rent-charge Bill will 
be circulated. 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Memoran- 
‘dum is not yet quite ready. Perhaps the 
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hon. Member will repeat the question on | 
Monday next. 


THE TRANSVAAL AND ARBITRATION. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether in view of the recent recommen- 
dation of Professor Westlake to leave the 
questions at issue between this country 
and the Transvaal to jurists chosen by 
the parties and an umpire named by those | 
jurists. the Government would, in the 
event of failure of the present negotiations, 
propose this form of arbitration before 
proceeding to extremities. 

THE FIRST LORD or THE TREA- | 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): The question of the hon. Member 
refers to a case which has not yet arisen, 
and I do not think this is an appropriate | 
time to make a statement of policy on 
such a hypothetical case. 
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think it has any relation to the question 


on the Paper. 


IRISH SUPPLY. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury how soon he will be 
able to give time for the discussion of the: 
remaining Irish Votes, including the 


Votes for the Land Commission, the Chief 


Secretary’s salary, the Constabulary, 
National Education, and the Industrial 
Schools. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
it will be possible in the remaining time 
at our disposal to add to the three days 
already given to Irish Supply. At least 
I do not see my way to do it at present. 


Mr. DILLON: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman propose to take the Votes for 
the Chief Secretary’s salary, the Land 
Commission, and the Constabulary with- 


| out discussion ? 


NEW CHANCERY JUDGE. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
8.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the name of the gentle- 
man whom it is in contemplation to 
appoint as an additional Judge of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court will 
be communicated to the House of 
Commons before the House is invited to 
vote public funds for the establishment of 
this additional judgeship. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir ; to do 
so would be contrary to all precedent. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 


| Member is aware that three days have 


been devoted to Irish Supply, and in 


those days the Irish Members have settled 


the order in which the Votes should come 
on and the time devoted to the discussion 
of them. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: As the Irish 
Constabulary Vote has not been dis- 
cussed for some time, and as consider- 
able feeling exists among the men on some 


| points, the right hon. Gentleman might 


see that, at any rate as regards that Vote, 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Was not 
the course I suggest followed in the case 
of the appointment of Judge O’Hagan ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That appoint- 
ment of a Judge in the High Court of 
Ireland was of an exceptional character, | 
and certainly does not carry with it the 
general principle which the hon. Member | 
assumes. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL : Is the right | 
hon. Gentleman aware that the Pigott 
Commissioners——- 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
Has the right hon. Gentleman seen the 
report of the Bar Committee, which points | 
out a great waste of judicial time 1 | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I answered a | 
question as to that on Tuesday. I do not 


further time is given. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [cannot give a 
promise on the subject, though, of course, 
I desire that all the important Votes 
should be discussed, if possible. But I 
will bear in mind what the hon. and 
learned Member has said. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is it not 
the fact that the Constabulary Vote has 
not been discussed for three years ! 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I quite accept 


| the statement of the hon. Member ; but if 
\ the Vote has not been discussed it is not 


the fault of the Government. 


EARL GREY AND PRESIDENT 
KRUGER. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether his attention has been directed to 
a speech delivered by Earl Grey, when 
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presiding at a meeting of the South Afri- 
can Association, held at Newcastle on 
Monday evening, in which Earl Grey re- 


ferred thus to the President of the South | 


African Republic: “On no occasion had 
President Kruger ever shown himself 
amenable to moral persuasion ; experience 
taught them that he yielded to no argu- 
ment but force”; whether he is aware 
that Earl Grey is, under the charter of 
the South African Chartered Company, a 
life director of that company and is also 
Administrator of Rhodesia ; and whether 
any steps will be taken to bring to justice 
Earl Grey and other persons engaged in 
this country in attacking the President of 
the South African Republic, and disturb- 
ing the friendship between this country 
and the South African Republic. In 
putting the question, may I state that in 
the alterations which have been made in 
the form of the question to bring it into 
order, its statements have been made his- 
torically inaccurate. I said that Earl 
Grey had been the Administrator of 
Rhodesia ; | was not such a fool as to say 
that he was so now. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is nothing 
in Lord Grey’s words which seems to call 
for intervention, either on the part of the 
Government or on the part of a court of 
law. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Will the Home Office 
Vote be the first Vote taken to-morrow ? 
Also, what Supply will be taken to- 
morrow week ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am reluctant 
to say what class of Supply will be taken 


to-morrow week, but if the right hon. | 


Gentleman wiil ask me a question on 
Monday, I will endeavour to answer it. 
As regards to-morrow, we must get the 
English Votes in Class III. I am very 
anxious to bring on the Home Office 
Vote at a reasonable time. I think 
arrangements may be made with those 
most interested in these Votes by which 
it may be brought on at a time which 
would ensure its discussion. z 


Mr. WEIR: Does the right hon. 


Gentleman propose to take the Scotch | 
| are two classes of shares in the company 


Votes in Class III. to-morrow ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 
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Royal Niger Company. 40 
EXPLANATION—(MRr. J. 
CHAMBERLAIN) — TRANSVAAL  AF- 
FAIRS—ROYAL NIGER COMPANY. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I ask the 

leave of the House toexplain some answers 

which I gave yesterday, and which seem 
to have been the subject of some mis- 
apprehension. In answer to the hon. 

Baronet, the Member for the Northwich 

Division of Cheshire, I said that the High 

Commissioner was in communication with 

the Cape Ministers, and then to the hon. 

Member for the Rushcliffe Division of 

Nottingham, who asked me a supplemen- 

tary question, which I am afraid I rather 

incautiously answered without notice, I 

said that we had not received any repre- 

sentations from the Cape Government. 

I intended by the two answers to convey 

that, while the High Commissioner was in 

communication with the Cape Govern- 
ment, and, therefore, of course, aware of 
their views, no formal representations had 
been received by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. I have heard to-day from Sir 

Alfred Milner that Mr. Schreiner, the 

Prime Minister of the Cape, wishes it to 

be known that the Cape Ministry have 

made several representations through the 

High Commissioner, and have only 

abstained from addressing formal minutes 

for communication to Her Majesty’s 

Government because they were con- 

vinced that independently of formal 

communications their views were known 
to Her Majesty’s Government. I have 
also to ask leave to make a personal state- 
ment on quite a different matter. I observe 
from the newspapers to-day that I am 
stated to be one of the largest share- 
holders of the Royal Niger Company, and 
one or more of these newspapers states 
that I am thus in the position of a 
vendor and a vendee. I doubt very much 
whether any cause is served by insinua- 
tions on the honour of public men ; but 
in any case I desire to state exactly what 
my position in the matter is. When the 
National African Company, which was 
the parent of the Royal Niger Company, 
was formed seventeen years ago, I applied 
for shares, and a certain allotment was 
made to me. As it was less than the 
application I made, I subsequently in- 


| creased my holding to 1,500 shares. There 


seems to be a misapprehension as to the 
value of this investment, because there 


—one of £10, fully paid up, and the 
other £2 only paid up. My allotment 





‘as 


in- 
re 
he 
re 
ny 
he 
nt 





4l Metropolitian Police {6 JuLY 1899} (Salaries) Bill, 42 


was the £2 shares, and my total invest- 
ment was of the smaller amount—£3,000. | mittee, to be taken into consideration 
I may say, in passing, that it would be} upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
difficult for any hon. Member of thin | (Bil 263.) 

House to invest in anything which 

might not at some time or other be —=4 MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
subject of discussion in this House. But a 
oan the question of the possible revoca- | SER any ave aapON hey 

tion of the charter came before the} LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


Bill, as amended in the Standing Com- 





Government I took the opportunity to | ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

7 7 bd =) 4 2 } } — aT a - 
inform the Prime Minister and my col- | ;ocayz, GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
leagues of the fact that I had some interest | ORDERS (No. 5) BULL. 

in the company ; and I begged, therefore, | 


to be excused from offering any opinion | LOCAL pit gee rT ee 
on the transaction, and from taking any | sanang siicannnaixisiie 

part whatever in any negotiations which | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
might subsequently take place. Accord- | ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 

ingly these negotiations have been en- ,oOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
wei m4 ed sa = = = hon. | ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 

friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer, | F ene Sete ane 
and I did not know of the result until the | LOCAL OREERS (GAS) geal si ic 
matter was substantially settled. In the siti deanine WAR RAEI = 
House of Commons the other night [ LOCAL GOVERNMEN ROVISIONAL 
voted on the Resolution in Goniaieten | CLASSES) BILL OF WORKING 
under the belief that that was merely a wingers ox nse 

formal proceeding intended to introduce | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
the matter to the consideration of the ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 
House. I believe it has been ruled by | LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
you, Sir, and by your predecessors, VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 
that holding as a shareholder in any | LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
liability company does not disable an ~*~ \istONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 2 
hon. Member from taking part in dis- | REISS bast he 
cussions which may subsequently arise | LOCAL GOV a ae 
in which the company in which he is | ee eee eee nee 
interested may be concerned. But for; LOCAL GOVERNMENT ([RELAND) 
myself I have always intended that in the) PROVISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING 
future stages of this proceeding I would; OF WORKING CLASSES (No. 2) oe 
not take any part whatever, either in| Without Amendment. 

discussion or in the matter of vote. | 

have only to say, in conclusion, that if I} ANCHORS AND CHAIN CABLES BILL. 
were free to vote according to my own 


personal interest I should vote against the | TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL. 
transaction, because I believe the share- With Amendments. 


holders will find it more to their advan- | 
tage to be allowed to continue to carry) Amendments to— 


out the operations in which they are ia ve 
engaged. I thought it right to make INVERNESS HARBOUR BILL [Lords] 





that explanation to the House. | With an Amendment. 
TELEGRAPHS (TELEPHONIC COM- MANCHESTER CANONRIES' BILL 
MUNICATION, Etc.) BILL. { Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments, from the Read the first time; to be read a 
Standing Committee on Trade, ete. second time upon Monday next, and to 


: be printed. (Bill 262.) 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. (No. 266.) METROPOLITAN POLICE (SALARIES) 


>» 
2 alae 


Minutes of the proceedings of the) *Sir M. W. RIDLEY: I have to ask 
Standing Committee to be printed. leave to introduce a Bill to amend the 
No. (266.) _ law with respect to the salaries and allow- 
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ances of the Commissioner, Receiver, and.{ understanding that it has . miscarried. 
Assistant-Commissioners of the Metropoli-| Still it is so very simple that I trust no 
tan Police. I may state shortly that at| one will be inconvenienced. The Lords 
present the Commissioner and Receiver | by the Amendment which they have in- 
and two Assistant-Ccmmissioners have serted in the Bill have disabled women 
fixed salaries, limited by Act of Parliament from filling the office of aldermen or 
and payable on the Votes, while the councillors. That is in reality cutting 
salary of one of the Assistant-Commis-| them off from a privilege they now 
sioners is paid out of the Police Fund. enjoy. I propose to consent to the Lords’ 
In addition these officers receive certain) Amendment as far as it relates to the 
allowances paid partly out of the Votes office of alderman, and to insist on main- 
and partly out of the Police Fund. The | taining the view of the House in respect 
object of the Bill is to abolish these of the office of elected councillors. At 
allowances, with the exception of an/ this moment women are eligible to sit, 
allowance for horse keep. It is proposed, and do sit, as members of the London 
to charge the whole of the salaries of the | vestries—the very bodies which are to be 
Commissioner and Receiver on the Vote, transformed under this Bill into the 
and the salary of the Assistant-Com- London municipal corporations—and_ if 
missioners partly on the Votes and partly the Amendment which I intend to pro- 
on the Police Fund. I may add that the | pose is accepted, the result will simply be 
total charge of these salaries, as well as} to maintain women in the position they 
the proportion between the sums charge- | now occupy, and to enable them to con- 
able on the Votes and on the Police tinue to discharge the funetions which 
Fund, will not be materially changed. they now discharge, and to -perform the 
_ ;duties they now perform. Perhaps I 
METROPOLITAN POLICE (SALARIES). | may be permitted to make a short survey 
Bill to amend the Law with respect to of the situation when this Bill left the 
the Salaries and Allowances of the Com-| House. We had voted on the question 
missioner, Receiver, and Assistant Com-| of the eligibility of women to fill these 
missioners of the Metropolitan Police, | offices, and the result in Committee was 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Matthew , such a state of confusion that it was 
White Ridley and Mr. Jesse Collings. determined the issue should be decided 
on the Report stage. Accordingly, on that 

METROPOLITAN POLICE (SALARIES) | stage I submitted to the House a proposi- 
BILL. tion that neither sex nor marriage should 

“To amend the Law with respect to the disable women from being aldermen or 
Salaries and Allowances of the Commis- councillors. It is sometimes said that the 
sioner, Receiver, and Assistant Commis- | yote taken on that proposition was hastily 
sioners of the Metropolitan Police,” pre-| taken; and that it was a snatch vote. 
sented accordingly, and read the first | I hope that any hon. Members who echo 
time ; to be read a second time upon | that statement will examine fora moment 
Thursday next, and to be printed. (Bill | the facts as they stand. It is quite 


264.) true the vote was actually taken two or 
aes aa : three hours before it was thought pro- 
LONDON GOVERNMENT BILL. bable at the beginning of the sitting. 


But it was taken about seven o'clock in a 
very full House which was well acquainted 
Lords’ Amendment, in page 1, line 19, with the fact that the issue was coming 

to leave out from “councillors,” to the! on. The records, of course, show at what 

end of the sub-section, and insert “pro-| hour the vote was taken, and as to thé 

vided that no woman shall be eligible for | question whether or not the House was a 

any such office” the first Amendment, | full one, the number who voted was 357. 

ead a second time. Is not that a reasonably full House ? 
° How many Members voted on the pro- 

*Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin): posal that the Bill be read a_ second 

J have first to apologise to the House that | time? Remember the Second Reading 
the Amendment which I propose to sub-; was challenged by the Opposition ; there 
mit does not appear on the Paper. I had} was a two days’ Debate ; party Whips 
intended that it should be circulated this! were issued on both sides ; and in all 363. 
morning, and it is entirely through a mis-, voted. Can it then be said that the 


Lords’ Amendments considered. 
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number who voted on the question of the 
eligibility of women was an inadequate 
number? The highest number of Mem- 
bers who voted on the Bill has been 385, 
or 28 more than on my Amendment, and 
if those 28 had been added to the 
minority the other night, the vote would 
still have been declared in favour of 
women. In fact neither side was bene- 
fited or injured by taking the vote 
two hours earlier than had been antici- 
pated, and there certainly was nothing of 
a snatch or chance character about the 
division. I believe if the judgment 
of the House could to-day be taken in 
the same unbiassed manner we should 
have the same result. But unfoitunately 
we shall not be able to put that to the 
test. The Lords have refused to assent 
to the proposition we inserted in the Bill, 
and they have done so by a considerable 
majority. The decision of the Lords has 
not unnaturally influenced the Govern- 
ment in relation to the matter, and any 
division now taken will be taken under 
entirely different circumstances. I do 
not wish to underrate the action taken by 
the House of Lords, and neither do I 
want to say much about the character of 
the vote given. I am prepared to deal 
with it in a spirit of sweet reasonableness, 
But everyone who has studied the con- 
duct of business in the House of Lords 
knows that there isa great reserve of 
voting power which does not usually find 
any issue in divisions in that House ; but 
now and then, at longish intervals, some 
question is raised exciting great feeling, 
and a number of Members come and vote 
who very rarely take part in their pro- 
ceedings. Now I cannot say that an ex- 
pression of opinion so given is entitled at 
once to absolute deference. Members 
who come in in that fashion to record 
their votes—at rare intervals, under im- 
pulse, and without listening to or attend- 
ing very much to the business of the 
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House at. ordinary times—cannot com- | 


plain if the House of Commons is disposed 
to ask them to reconsider the verdict at 
which they have arrived. Members of 
the House of Peers, again, or a large 


number .of them, act under no sense of | 


responsibility as we do here. 
to say under no sense of responsibility — 
for of course they are all public men— 


‘but under no such sense of responsibility 
.as Members do here. 
-whom they have to give any account ; 
-there is. no penalty to be enforced, no 


There is no one to 


I ought not | 
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disqualification can be brought to bear- 
And when a large number of them turn 
up unexpectedly, it may be truly said 
they have not the same touch of public 
life, they are not in such keen and active 
relation to the currents of political. 
thought as Members of this House must 
be who habitually and daily give up their 
minds to the study and conduct of 
political questions. Here, again, it cannot 
be said that we are acting in an offensive 
manner to the House of Lords if we ask 
that House to reconsider, with further 
knowledge, the question on which they 
have already pronounced a first opinion. 
I do not wish to speak disrespectfully of 
the House of Lords as a whole, or of 
Members of it in particular, but it may 
be said of them as of Members of this 
House, and, as I fully admit of myself, 
that ‘this is a question which is con- 
cerned with a mass of facts, with 
large accumulation of phenomena, of 
circumstances connected with our tes 
life, with which few or none. of. us 
are completely acquainted. If this were 
a question of the eligibility of women. 
to be Poor Law guardians nobody 
would venture to contest the tsue- 
Their fitness for the functions of Poor 
Law guardians has been too amply de- 
monstrated to be questioned ; yet when it 
was first proposed to make them so 
eligible, the very men who now say they 
would not for a moment remove thenr 
from that position were in not a few cases 
opposed to their admission on those 
boards. There was difficulty in getting 
women made eligible for boards of guar- 
dians. The invincible logic of facts has 
proved their ability, their fitness, their 
worth, and their public service. I believe 
if anyone will examine the facts of Londo 
life they will find in the records of the 
last four years the same powerful series of 
arguments in favour of the etigibility of 
women to be members of vestries and of 
these municipal corporations. What they 
have done in the last four years, if fully 
known, would make many Members whe 
now oppose the eligibility of women to be 
members of those corporations change 
their minds, as they have changed their 
minds in relation to women on boards of 
guardians. It is difficult for any of us to 
appreciate adequately the conditions 
under which many of our fellow-citizens 
in this mighty London live. How many 
Members can conceive o! the conditions 
under: which families live who inhabit 
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one room, and one room only, in a 
tenement house in the East-end? Even 
in the richest districts there are places 


where the same conditions prevail—where | 
cleanliness is impossible, where decency | 


and morality are difficult. It was to deal 
with these facts that women ‘twenty years 
ago ventured into London life to do the 
work they now do. 
and the band of women who work with 
her were occupied with life under those 
conditions before men were concerned 
with it;and when the Local Government 
Act of 1894 was passed, there was found 
already trained a service of women fit to 
serve in the vestries in fulfilment of the 
duties they had voluntarily undertaken, 
and in discharge of functions which the 
men themselves, if left alone, would have 
been unable to discharge. It is pathetic 
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{ 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
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to hear, as I have done, men who are con- | 


cerned with vestries in the south and east 
of London and in mid-London, say that 
the work they have to do cannot be done 
by men. 

of women. 
pure ignorance, to take away from women 
the opportunity of continuing the work 
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force, that sanitation is a matter of pre- 
vention, whereas the work of boards of 


| guardians has to do with the cure of the 


evils which arise from the defects of 
sanitation. You are going to the origin 
of things when you deal with these 
wretched houses of these poor inhabitants. 


| When you try to regulate and civilise 
Miss Octavia Hill | 
| you anticipate the conduct of the lives of 


them, to raise their standard of existence, 


persons who, if left alone, would in the 
end fill your workhouses and become the 
objects of the attention of guardians. It 
was proposed a year ago that a certain 
lady who has done good work on a 
vestry on the south side of London 
should stand for the board of guardians, 
but she felt that she could not discharge 
the duties of both offices. Thereupon a 
meeting of working men was held, and it 
was decided that the work of the vestry 
was more important than that of the 
guardians, and they could not allow this 


| lady to give up her place on the vestry. 


It has been done with the help | 
And now it is proposed, in | 


they have done so well and so much to | 


the public advantage. The mere super- 
vision of tenement houses, the treatment 
of outbreaks of disease, all these things 
require the use of women. To superintend, 
supervise, and instruct women officers in 
the conduct of affairs, women have been 


| 


necessary on the vestries, and have been | 
found of such assistance that they have | 


been appointed on committee after 
committee for dealing with matters 
concerning tenement houses and 
the treatment of the sick. Sup- 


pose an infectious disease breaks out in 
a house in every room of which there is 
living a family of moderate size ; it is the 


Those who confess that women are so 
important in regard to boards of 
guardians must see some force in this 
opinion of the working men them- 
selves as to the desirability of women 
serving on vestries. The new munici- 
palities will take over the work of the 
vestries, and all the good work which the 
women have done will have to be done 
under the new bodies in some sort of way. 
It could not have been done in the past 
but for their co-operation, and if you take 
away the possibility of women co-opera- 
tors in the municipalities of the future 


| that work will be done very badly. There 


will also be some additional functions, 
such as the housing of the poor. Who 
have as much knowledge and capacity for 


dealing with questions arising from the 


intervention of women that has enabled | 


parish ofticers to treat such cases properly, 
to organise a service to relieve others 
from infection, and to set up reception 
houses to which infected persons are 
taken while the process of disinfection 
goes on, and whence they can only be 
taken by persuasion. 
women who have been acting as part of 
the parish vestries which has enabled all 
this to be done. It is said that the work of 
boards of guardians is important, and 
that it could not be done without the | 
assistance of women. But sanitation is | 
at least as important as the work of 
boards of guardians. It is said, with some | 


Mr. Courtney. 


housing of the poor as the women to whom 
I have referred, who have been engaged 
in considering this problem in the most 
practical way for the last four years, who 
have trained up women specially acquainted 
with the facts, and specially acquainted 
with the dangers to be avoided, and 


| specially informed as to the needs to be 


It is the agency of | 


met and the benefits to be secured ? There 
may also have to be added the question of 
common lodging houses. Without the 
assistance of women you really will never 
be able to regulate common lodging 
houses as they ought to be regulated. 
The Secretary for the Colonies, who is a 
great authority on municipal matters, 
said on one occasion that municipal action 
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goes home to the lives of the masses ; it 
concerns their health, their comfort, and 
their recreation. 
that statement. I go further, and say 
that the more intimate the action of the 
muncipalities is in relation to domestic 
life the more important is the co-operation 
of women in making that action intelligent 
and effective. 
that this Bill is intended to create interest 
in municipal life. Here you have a band 
of women who have exhibited the very 
interest you desire to excite, and it is 
actually proposed to turn them off from 
taking that share of the duties which they 
have hitherto discharged. 
elevate the tone of municipal life. 
Women have done it. They have bettered 
the manners and improved the tone of 
and elevated the conduct of those con- 
cerned in the work of vestries. You 
want to sweeten the conduct of affairs. 
They are the people who have done it 
and will continue to do it. 
also to have engaged in the conduct of 
your municipalities persons who are above 
suspicion of being personally interested. 
The great defect of vestries in the past 
has been the intrusion of men who came 
there to do some little job or to promote 
some interest of their own. The women 
who have been engaged on vestries have 
never been suspected of the least taint of 
personal interest in their action. The 
motion I make is simply to keep women 
in the discharge of the duties they have 
performed so well for the last five years, 
and the most powerful argument in its 
favour is the work which they have done. 
The facts, if realised, would be all- 
powerful. I merely ask that this question 
may be sent to the House of Lords for 
reconsideration. What reason is there 
why it should not be submitted once 
more to their judgment ? 


beaten and acquiesce in their decision. 
There is no risk to the Bill or the conduct 
of public business involved in inserting 
the Amendment which I propose. Surely 


it might be urged in the House of Lords 


above all assemblies that they should not 
take away from any person or persons 
the privileges and rights which they at 
present enjoy. I hope the Government 
will yet allow this matter to be an open 
question. I will not appeal to the Leader 
of the House ; I know his heart and brain 
are with us in this matter; he strongly 
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We are very often told | 


You want to | 


i crowded metropolis. 


You want | 


If they insist | 
upon their view we could at last only be , 
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| mitted, although he may have to urge 
‘the propriety of deferring to the House 


I accept every word of of Lords in the judgment which they 


| have pronounced. But there is no 
/necessity so to defer at this stage. 
There is no reason’ why you should not 
give the Lords an _ opportunity of 
reconsidering the vote which they have 
given, and that is all that I ask may be 
done. There is no political reason, and 
| certainly no Party reason, why that should 
not be done. The question is confined 
simply to whether or not we should allow 
women to go on filling the posts they 
have been chosen to fill in the past, and 
which they have filled with so much 
acceptance to the inhabitants of this over- 
I trust the House 
will reaffirm the eligibility of women for 
this office, and for that purpose I move 
/my Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To the words inserted by the Lords, at the 
end, to add the words ‘except that of coun- 
cillor.’”—(Mr. Courtney.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 


THE FIRST LORD or THe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): My right hon. friend, as he was per- 
fectly justified in doing, has made a 
survey of the whole question with which 
this House has been more than once inte- 
rested in connection with the Bill which 
has recently been dealt with in another 
place. I do not propose to follow his 
example, or to discuss the advantages or 
disadvantages of having women on the 
new municipalities, or the more general 
question of the work women are capable 
of doing on public bodies, with which he 
has dealt with the earnest conviction 
which we all know he possesses, and with 
great fulness and completeness of argu- 
ment. I will only say that I recognise, 
and I believe those who do not agree with 
me on this question also recognise, the 
value of the work women have done on 
boards of guardians and other public 
bodies, and in connection with the life of 
the poor in our crowded cities, and the 
amelioration which may be introduced 
into their lot. It may be possible— 
though this is not an occasion for con- 
templating or discussingsuch a provision— 


‘that, even without running counter to 
supports the proposition which is sub-| the views of that great body of public 
i 
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opinion which, I think, unfortunately, is { the course of the Debate in the House of 
intent on resisting the equality of women | Lords or the trend of opinion there would 


and men in connection with 
devise, by a general Bill, arrangements 
by which they may serve on committees 
specially connected with such interests as 
my right hon. friend has dealt with. 
That may meet with the acceptance of 
Members on both sides of the House, and 


I only throw it out as a suggestion. | 


Having thrown out that suggestion I pass 
on to say that I do not propose to discuss 
with my right hon. friend the best form 
in which, in his opinion or in the opinion 
of this House, the Bill might be passed. 
We have to-day a different task—to con- 
sider whether it is in the interests of 
the Bill which we are desirous of passing 
through the House that we should enter 
into a contest with the Upper House on 
this question. The Government are 
unanimously of opinion that it is not in 
the interests of the Bill. My right hon. 
friend has pointed out that the final 
Division on the question during the Report 
stace of the Bill was taken in a House 
which could not be described as an empty 
House, and he maintained that it fairly 
represented the general opinion of the 
House and the balance of parties in the 
House on this particular question. I do 
-not know whether my right hon. friend 
was right or wrong, but, at all events, he 
will be in agreement with me when I say 
that the utterances of this House have 
been, to a certain extent, doubtful and 
vacillating on this subject, while the 
utterances of the House of Peers—what- 
ever may be said of them—have been 
neither doubtful nor vacillating. I cannot 
believe that any majority which, 
under any circumstances, could still be 
obtained in this House in favour of allow- 
ing women to have seats on the new 
municipal bodies, would be sufficient to 
induce the House of Lords to yield upon 
a point on which they have expressed so 
clear and strong a conviction by such an 
overwhelming majority. Under these 
circumstances it would be merely pro- 
voking a useless contest, possibly en- 
dangering the Bill, if we attempted to 
restore the Bill to the original shape in 
which it left this House, or adopt the 
modification my right hon. friend proposes. 
If the modification were of a character 
which would conciliate the opposition of 
the House of Lords something might be 
said for it. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 


cD these | 
municipal bodies—it may be possible to | 


see that the objection to allowing women 
to be councillors would not in any sense 
be mitigated by not allowing them to be 
aldermen or mayors. That being so, I do 
not think my right hon. friend has pro- 
posed what may be properly called a 
compromise. I do not think his sugges- 
tion, if carried by this House, would lead 
to an agreement between the two Houses. 
That being so, in the interests of the 
measure which I have been respon- 
sible for carrying through this House, on 
the part of the Government I am obliged 
to say that we propose to resist the 


| Amendment of my right hon. friend. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : This question 
is one of very great importance, and | 
trust that it is not going to be divided 
upon without some further discussion be- 
sides that which it has already received. 
I must say, in the first place, that I can- 
not agree with the policy pursued by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Bodmin, who has proposed the compro- 
mise which isembodied in his Amendment, 
and for this reason—that I do not believe 
that he will secure one single vote more 
by this compromise, as compared with a 
motion to reject the Lords’ Amendment 
in this House. I fancy that he himself 
will be doubtful as to the wisdom of his 
policy, after hearing the speech which has 
come from the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House, and which, I 
assume, means that the Government 
Whips are to tell in the Division in 
support of the Amendment of the House 
of Lords. The whole course of the dis- 


| cussion of this question in the House of 


But any one who followed | 


Commons has been one of the most singu- 
lar which I have ever observed in my 
own experience. When the question was 
first submitted to the House, the Govern- 
ment left it an absolutely open question, 
and the Leader of the House rather in- 
dicated that his sympathies went with 
the eligibility of women sitting upon 
these bodies, and in the lobby after- 
wards we had the advantage of the support 
of the First Lord of the Treasury, of the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, and some 
other Members of the Government. I 
notice this extraordinary fact —and I 
think it is right that the public should 
know it—that while the First Lord of 
the Treasury declared that this was an 
open. question in which the Government 
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would take no part, the Government 
Whips were active in working against 
the eligibility of women sitting on the 
new municipalities, just as if it were a 
Government matter. 


allow women to be eligible for these 
bodies, with the greatest possible activity, 
and I have no doubt that that had a great 
effect in influencing the Members who 
voted. Ido not think it is fair play to 


approach this question in that way, and I | 
think the Government ought to have had | 


the courage to take up the question. 
Certainly, after having announced 


through the Leader of the House that | 
this was to be left an open question, I do | 


think that the Government Whips ought 


not to have operated to influence the | 


result either one way or the other. I 
listened with great interest and with 
some sympathy and compassion to the 
somewhat pathetic speech of my right hon. 
friend the Member for Bodmin, in which 


he still clings to the delusion that you can | 


discover in the House of Lords any sym- 
pathy with human suffering. He devoted 
a considerable time to explaining—I sup- 


pose for the benefit of the large section of | 
the House of Lords who are listening to | 


this Debate — the enormous benefits 
which women have brought by their public 
work on these public bodies to the suffer- 
ing poor in this great city. 
hon. Gentleman thought that would re- 
commend his cause to the Members of 


the House of Lords sitting in another | 


place he is greatly mistaken, for in the 


Upper House when tre ordinary work of | 


the nation is transacted very few members 
attend. But on certain occasions, as the 


right hon. Gentleman truly said, they are | 


seen assembling there in great numbers, 
and their faces are so unfamiliar that the 
doorkeepers at the House of Lords have 
often attempted to prevent some of them 
going in. 
of women discharging duties which they 


are better fitted to discharge than men, | 


then Members of the House of Lords are 
brought down, who have not sat in that 


chamberfor years, to givea vote, justasthey | 


did on another historie occasion, when I 
saw brought into the House of Lords to 
vote the lame, and the blind, and even a 
Member was brought down in a peram- 
bulator to give his vote in order that the 


‘poor suffering tenants of Ireland might 
.be kept out of their homes. I hope this 
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In all the Divisions | 
there is no doubt that the Government | 
Whips worked against the proposal to | 


If the right | 


When it comes to a question | 
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| lesson will not be lost on the right hon. 
| Gentleman, and that he will be, at last, 

| weaned from the idea that the House of 
| Peers is an essential part of the consti- 
tution of this country. But whether 
essential or not it has always distinguished 
itself by blocking and obstructing through- 
out this century every proposal for the 
benefit of the people, and intended for 
the relief of human suffering. I desire 
now to turn to the speech made by the 
Leader of the House. He is a distin- 
guished advocate of the rights of women, 
and he goes somewhat further than I 
have ever gone in that direction ; but I 
would ask his followers and the Members 
on this side of the House—and there are 
many men equally opposed to this ques- 
‘tion on this side of the House—have they 
fully considered what effect such a speech 
will have? I must say that I think the 
action taken by the Leader of the House 
to-day in the face of the facts is cowardly. 
I have never voted myself for the Parlia- 
mentary suffrage of women, for I have 
always seen great difficulties in the way, 
although I have never voted against it, 
One of the arguments which I have 
always found the greatest difficulty in 
getting over is that women have said, and 
said with great force, “ Until we have the 
suffrage we shall never get fair play 
or justice in the House of Commons.” 
To-day that argument will have great 
additional strength, because if ever 
there was a case in which the women have 
all the justice on their side in favour of 
the claim which they are making, 
that case is the one in which the House of 
Commons is called upon to judge to-day. 
If the women of this country possessed 
votes, would the action of the Leader of 
the House have been what it is to-day? 
Does any man suppose that, if we had to 
consider the votes of the women in our 
constituencies, the House of Commons 
would do otherwise than grant this con- 
cession and throw out the Amendment of 
‘the House of Lords? We know how 
different the result of the Division would 
be if women had votes. In view of that 
fact I say that if you decide to-day to 
deny to women their right to be elected 
on these bodies, where they are certainly 
qualified to sit and to do the business 
better than men, you are giving an enor- 
mous impetus to the cause of the Parlia- 
mentary suffrage being extended to 
women. I hope the women of Great 
| Britain will note the action of the 
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Government and will scan the Division | for conferring the Parliamentary franchise 


List very carefully. On what ground are | 
women being excluded? I have listened 
to all the Debates that have taken place | 
on this question, and I have listened in 
vain for one single argument except one, | 
to which I will allude in a moment, 
why we should neglect this claim. We 
have had ridicule—we are accustomed to 
that—and we have had sneers at women 
in the usual style, but no Member has 
stood up in a serious spirit and has en- | 
deavoured to meet the arguments adduced | 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member | 
for Bodmin, and to explain on what 
grounds of public policy they seek to 
deny to the poor of this city the enormous 
advantage they now obtain by women 
serving on these boards. I have only 
heard one argument—that used by the 
noble Lord opposite—viz., that women 
should not be exposed to the rough and 
tumble and to the unpleasant scenes at 
contested elections. Certainly in England, 
though not yet in Ireland, women of 
both political parties have taken quite 
as active a part as men in_ elec- 
tions. The ladies of the Primrose League 
and the Women’s Liberal Association do 
not appear to be much afraid of the rough 
and tumble of elections. In every con- 
tested election where a man is sufficiently 
happy to be the possessor of a wife he 
always arrives on the scene accompanied 
by her. Really I cannot see much force 
in that argument. If there were any 
force in it—I do not attach any weight to 
it—we could provide in this Bill machinery 
which would enable women to avoid the 
rough and tumble of elections. I object 
to the proposed compromise now before 
the House. If women are eligible to be 
councillors, « fortivri they are eligible to 
be aldermen. If there is any force in 


the argument that it is not desir-| 
able to expose women to the rough 
and tumble of contested elections, 


then they ought to be admitted as alder- 
men to these councils should the councils 
desire it. I will only say in conclusion, 
for the benefit of those who oppose this 
claim because of their prejudice against 
the claim of women to the Parliamentary 
ranchise, that I do not believe this pro- 
posal would advance that claim. On the 
contrary, I believe, and I sincerely believe, 
that the cowardly refusal of this House to 
grant this reasonable request will give a 
very considerable impetus to the agitation 


Mr, Dillon. 


to give a silent vote. 


on women. 


*Mr. FAITHFULL BEGG (Glasgow, 
St. Rollox): As I propose to vote against 
my Party on this occasion, I do not wish 
In the previous 
Debates which have taken place on this 
question I have followed my right hon. 
friend the Member for Bodmin, because 


he was fully authorised to represent the 


views of those interested in this question. 
I think, perhaps, at an earlier stage some 
slight error of judgment was made, in the 
sense that too much was asked for, and 
possibly owing to that the present 
difficulty has arisen. But, however that 
may be, I ‘cannot agree with those 
who say that what is now proposed 
is not essentially in the nature of 
a compromise. What had been asked 
was that the functions which women 
are now discharging should be ex- 
tended. What is now proposed is that 
those functions should be in the new 
bodies exactly as they were in the old 
bodies, and I have the high authority of 
Lord Salisbury for stating that to all 
intents and purposes the new bodies will 
be the same as the bodies they are super- 
seding. We are face to face with a some- 
what difficult situation, but I have no hesi- 
tation whatever in taking the course I 
propose to take, and that is to go into the 
lobby with my right hon. friend the 
Member for Bodmin. I do not propose 
to argue the subject from the point of 
view of the merit of the services already 
rendered by women in the government of 
London. I recognise this as an im- 
portant Bill which the Government cannot 
afford to have defeated, but I really do 
not think there is any risk of defeat 
if this very reasonable proposal be sent 
up to the Lords for reconsideration. 
What have we to contend with? The 
Lords are essentially accustomed to com- 
promise, they exist practically to com- 
promise, if it is shown to them that this 
House has made up its mind absolutely 
on any question. There is great force in 
the remark of the hon. Member opposite 
that although ostensibly the Government 
left Members free to vote in any way 
they pleased on this question, yet the 
Government whips did influence Members 
and to that extent influenced the result. 
I think, therefore, it is exceedingly unfor- 
tunate that we should be asked by the 
Government to throw up the sponge at 
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My right hon. 
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friend threw out a suggestion which was_ 


referred to in the speech of the Leader of 
the House. I am not quite sure whether 
I understood him to suggest that an 
enabling Bill might be brought in at a 
later stage to enable women to serve on a 


species of committee on these new bodies. | 


Are we to understand that such a pledge 
is to be given? ; 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
*Mr. FAITHFULL BEGG: Then, I 


do not see anything in the suggestion 


calculated to let down easily those who | 


feel very strongly on this question. Even 
if such an enabling Bill were passed, I 
am not at all sure it would meet the case. 
It would be saying to the women : “There 
are certain questions regarding which you 


may be of use, and on these questions | 


come into council with us, but as regards 
other questions we will not permit you 
to interfere. You shall continue to pay 
rates, but you shall not have any say as 
to how these rates are spent.” We have 
not, | maintain, been treated in a reason- 
able way by the Government, in view 
of the earlier stages of this discussion, 
and I shall certainly vote with my right 
hon. friend the Member for Bodmin. 


*Mr. BIRRELL (Fife, W.): 
fess [I see in the somewhat dis- 
creditable position in which the House of 
Commons finds itself at the present 
moment, in its contest with the other 
House, the judgment of Heaven upon us 
for having sent up to that truth-loving 
assembly a measure so dressed up with 
tinselled phrases and fraudulent pretences 
as to induce those innocently-minded 
persons to believe, notwithstanding the 
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least straightforward Member of it, make: 
the very same observation—of course, in 
chaster language. I do not know whether 
Iam in order in referring to what the 
noble Lord said, but I heard the noble 
Lord distinctly say that the object of this 
Bill was simply to give vestries new 
names, and that it added, save in one 
respect the housing of the poor, nothing to- 
their authority. It has not been alleged 
for asingle moment, even in another place, 
with the plentiful experience we now 
have of the mode and manner in which 
women conduct such public duties as they 
are allowed to perform, that they have not 
shown good judgment and great capacity. 
On school boards, boards of guardians, and 
wherever they have been permitted to 
serve they have shown remarkable com- 
petency in discharging those duties. I will 
not enter into any vulgar comparisons with 
the work discharged by male members of 
these bodies. We have had large experi- 
ence all over the country on boards of 
every kind and description, and we find 
that wherever women have had an oppor- 
tunity of exercising public functions they 
have shown they possess very consider- 
able qualifications for that purpose. It is, 
therefore, not because women are incapable 
that the House of Lords proceeded to take 
the step it has taken. I confess, when we 


are told that nobody complains of women 


I con- | 


assurances of the Prime Minister to the | 
contrary, that the Bill was really one) 


of first-class importance. 
I am sure I am the only person in the 
House who does remember—that I 
described this Bill during the discussion 
in Committee as a Bill to call an old 
thing by a new name. Nobody 
took any notice of the observation, which, 
none the less, or, perhaps, all the more, I 
treasured near my heart. Judge, there- 
fore, my delight when, happening to cross 


over to another place, I heard Lord Salis- | go.” 


} 
I remember— | 


| grocer. 


sitting on boards of guardians, I am 
ashamed of the chivalry of man. If there 
is a place where it is hard for an educated 
and refined and pious woman to sit, it is 
on a board of guardians, cheek by jowl with 
greasy publicans and small shopkeepers, 
smiling uneasily at the clumsy pleasantries 
of her associates, and very often blushing 
scarlet at their unseemly jokes. To that 
martyrdom for the love of God and the 
service of the poor, you are willing that 
they should submit themselves. We allow 
them to sit in unreformed vestries, through 
scenes when Bloggins the ironmonger 
pulls the nose of Scroggins the green- 
That does not interfere with the 
purity of their characters ; but the moment 


| you reform these vestries, and make them 


| 
| 
| 


more popular and more suitable to persons 
of refinement and education, you select that 
very moment to turn round on women and 
say, ‘You are no longer fit to sit here ; 
these are not the places for you ; out you 
This is the message the House of 


bury, who, after all, is Prime Minister |Commons sends to the women of England, 


and the head of the Government, and by 
common consent the ablest and not the 


| 
| 


and I say it is a message of insult. 


v 


Everybody knows that the reason that 
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the House of Lords made this Amend- women should be deprived of a right 
ment is not that they have in any way a, which they at present enjoy, whether 
rooted objection, or care a snap of their | women, judged by their conduct in the 
august fingers whether half a dozen women | past, have disqualified themselves for 
take their seats fitfully in the dingy | discharging the public duties which they 
chambers where these new sprawling | have, by common consent, hitherto 
municipalities will hold their meetings. |admirably discharged. Are we to go 
Nobody cares a straw on the subject. We | back on something we have already done } 
are thinking of this “house beautiful.” Are we to take away the right which 
We are thinking that, some day or other, | women now enjoy—not because we are 
if women are allowed the opportunity of | frightened at the manner in which they will 
showing their competence all over the | exercise this particular privilege—if privi- 
country, on this board and that board, | lege it be—but because of something in the 
and on these municipal councils—if | far-off future which we dare not contem- 
nothing can be said against the mode in| plate? I cannot assume that anything we 
which they have discharged their duties, do to-day will interfere or call in 
if they have won admiration and disarmed | question how posterity will vote on 
-opposition—then, on some day or another, | this question when it arises. But, if we 
in far-off summers we shall never see, | do not reject the Lords’ Amendment, we 
women may come and say, “We have} may accelerate that period that some of 
made out our claim to admission within | us pretend to deplore, because after the 
these portals.” That is not the question | Vote which will be taken this afternoon, 
we are considering now. Nothing that | you will be able to write over the portals 
we can do will bind the hands of our | of the House of Lords and of the House 
posterity. When called to fight that | of Commons, “ Here dwell a race of men 
question, they will fight it with their own | who are afraid of women.” 

arguments, without any regard to what | 

we say this afternoon. For my own part,; Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I can- 
I contemplate that possibility with the] not hope to compete with the eloquence 
equanimity of one who, in the first place, | of the hon. and learned Member who has 
is assured that he will be dead at the! just sat down, but I would like to make 
time ; and, in the second place, remembers | a brief protest against the course which 
how this House has survived every | the right hon. the Leader of the House 
kind of change and every sort of) has elected to follow. Not a single 
Member. Since this House has existed | reason has been given to us why we 
we have seen prize-fighters, jockeys, | should not agree to the Amendment. 
bullies, cowards, and drunkards, all taking Within the last fortnight, on two important 
their seats in it. You may go into the ,; London questions connected with measures 
I brary and take down the three bloated | which passed in this House, the Lords 
volumes of “Russell on Crime”; you may | have corrected mistakes we made in this 
search that gloomy catalogue and not find House. We owe them a debt of gratitude 
a single crime, however hideous ; a single for that. I think this afternoon we 
felony, however shameful ; a single misde- | should give them an opportunity of cor- 
meanour, however disgusting and dis- recting the mistake they have made in 
creditable, which has not at one time or regard to this Bill. I only desire to make 
another been committed by a Member of | one point on this subject. If the -First 
this House. Not only have they at); Lord of the Treasury will not consent to 
divers times committed these offences | reconsider this matter, the Government 
but they have been found out, and have | will be guilty of a total breach of faith 
suffered all the diverse penalties of the | with the House and with London. The 
law and every period of penal servitude. | first promise the First Lord made was 
Notwithstanding all these things, notwith- | that there should be no interference with 
standing the appearance from time to! any of the franchises which London 
time of persons of that sort in this House, | enjoyed at present as compared with the 
we still consider ourselves the pride of the | provincial municipalities. Now, one of 
country and the envy of surrounding | the most valuable franchises we have got 
nations. Even were that the question, | is that which gives the right to women to 
this House would be found strong | sit on these boards, where they have done 
enough to survive it. But it is not | most useful work. But it is a franchise 
the question. The question is, whether | of the voters also, because they can select 


Mr, Birrell, 
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women to sit on these boards. In that 
respect we ought to remember the voters 
as well as the women. There are duties 
which women can discharge better than 
men, and why should the right hon. 
Gentleman, in the face of his promises, 
deprive the people of London of the right 
to return women to look after baths and 
washhouses and the other women’s work 
which they have done so well in the 
past ! 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman has no right to charge me with 
breach of faith. 


Mr. LOUGH: With great respect, I 
may say I think I have made good my 
point, but I will not repeat it. 


Hon. MEMBERS: Withdraw. 


Mr. LOUGH: I do not feel bound to 
withdraw,-for I think I have made my 
point fairly. Another promise made by 
the right hon. Gentleman was that the 
Government would leave hon. Members 
on both sides of the House free to vote as 
they pleased. I do not think he is keep- 
ing his promise in that matter. The 
Government is now interfering, and 
Gentlemen on the other side of the House 
will not be able to vote as they think 
right, because their allegiance to party 
compels them to vote with the right hon. 
Gentlemen. The promise was made that 
we should be left free to vote on this 
matter, and now we are not to be allowed 
a free vote. I do not think a single 
reason has been given why we should not 
give the Lords an opportunity of re- 
considering this matter. It will not 
endanger the Bill, for there will be other 
points to be debated and sent up to the 
Lords for reconsideration. I say that 
if the Government press on this decision 
they will court an adverse judgment from 


the country, and it will soon be given, | 


when, Iam sure, the policy pursued by 
the Government during the last few years 
will be reversed. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : | 


I intend to vote not with the Govern- 
ment or the Leader of the House, or 
against the Leader of the Opposition ; 
I am just going to vote with the Lords, 
and therefore I wish to explain my posi- 


tion. This question is not in any sense a | 


Liberal, Democratic, or Conservative 
question. It is simply a question of 
sentiment on which gentlemen on this 
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‘side may have one. view, and gentlemen 
on the other side may have another view, 
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and some on both sides may take opposite 
views. Thirty years ago the most 
ardent democrat in the country did not 
dream of giving women a vote or a seat 
in these councils. 


*Mr. COURTNEY: I did. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: The right hon 


Gentleman says he did thirty years ago. 
Well, I will say that if any person fifty 
years ago, or since the commencement of 
the world, had proposed that women were 
to be given the same political rights as 
men he would have been looked upon as 
a lunatic. Take Tiberius Gracchus, the 
Roman democrat. What would have 
been thought of him by his fellow- 
countrymen if he had proposed that 
women should sit in the Roman Senate ? 
We know very well that there have been 
democrats in this country for many 
centuries, and you may search the motions 
made in this House for the last five 
hundred years in vain till the year 
1865 or 1866, when the first motion 
was made in regard to giving votes 
to women, and then it was defeated. Let 
us be fair and honest in this matter of 
giving votes to women. What I object 
to is that hon. Gentlemen who think that 
women ought to have the same political 
rights as men do not bring ina Bill of 
their own; but they lay their eggs— 
female eggs—in a Bill of other people. 
This Bill, when it was brought in, had 
absolutely nothing to do with this question 
of women; but up got my right hon. 
friend the Member for Bodmin, and 
seized the opportunity to propose a clause 
that women should be given votes by this 
Bill. My right.hon. friend is a man for 
whomI hive a_ special admiration, 
because there is no humbug about 
‘my right hon. friend. My right hon. 
frend is a thoroughly honest man. 
He does not come down here, as some 
people do, and say : “Oh, we would not 
give women the suffrage ; we would 
give a few, perhaps, the suffrage, but not 
many ; but we would not allow them to 
sit in this House.” My right hon. friend 
thoroughly believes that women ought to 
have in every way the same political 
rights as men, and he knows perfectly 
well that he cannot establish that change 
/at one blow ;he will carry the day if 
| by degrees he can sap the fortress in 
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which men are entrenched. That is why | ladies sitting on these benches. I see the 
I admire the right hon. Gentleman. But | Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of 
this special proposal is the most absurd of | the Government, Scotch ladies, very 
any of the proposals in regard to women | likely. I see that one of the able Whips of 
that I have yet heard discussed in this | the Government has just come in. We 
House. You do not give married women | know what the duties of Whips are, and 
votes, and yet you absolutely say that as those duties are to get votes the most 
you are to allow women to sit on these | fascinating ladies will, of course, be 
august municipalities. Surely, that is, selected for these posts; and what will 
putting the cart before the horse. happen? I tremble to think. Even 
your chair, Sir, would not be sacred, 
*Mr. COURTNEY : They have votes. | It appears to me that the attitude of the 
| Lords is a most becoming one in this 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: Married women?) matter. It is precisely what I have 
' always wanted the Lords to do. I went into 

another place when a nobleman was 
| discussing the matter, and what did that 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: That is the "0bleman say? He said he understood 
case with regard to married women who that the Division in this House had been 
have property of their own ; but, as my . ag — ~y vs — s hy pr ta 
right hon. friend knows perfectly well, H ai tC wan * a We wa Fen 
his proposal is to allow women to sit on ay h pony "yg dd sag wor 
these municipalities whether they have ste ‘ lr ag an ; get really 
property or not. Then my right hon. | eer rae — —— o Commons is 
friend understands tactics; he first pro- | — in favour of this ge then =o 
poses to get half his case. He says, “I a — stand to our ea om we really 
won't ask the House to disagree with that | 1 1t right to send back the clause to 
part of the proposal which forbids women | House of Commons, and to ask the 
to be aldermen, but let them be only | 0S of Commons to inform us what 
common councillors.” Can he adduce their wishes “yee? which we are ready to 
one single reason why a woman should , 2°¢ePt. (“No.") Yes, and it seems to 
be a common councillor and not an | ™e to be a very proper attitude on the 
alderman? If my right hon. friend is | part of the House of Lords. Well, there 
able to slip in as a common councillor, was & Seratch Division. Even ay right 
what will be the effect? My right hon. hon. friend the Member for Bodmin tried 
friend will come down another time and t© prove that it was not a scratch Division 
say, “Is it not monstrous that when you because it happened at seven o clock. 
aliow women to be councillors, you won't | W hat did happen on that day? The 
allow them to be aldermen?” Then we | Finance Bill had been under discussion. 
shall make them aldermen. And _ then, It Was not intended to take a Division on 
having elected them aldermen, he will the Finance Bill, and a great many Mem- 
say, “It is perfectly preposterous that bers went home, preferring to read the 
while women can be aldermen and speeches than to hear them in the House of 
councillors in London they are not to be Commons. For some reason the discussion 
aldermen and councillors in municipalities | es the Finance Bill broke down, and the 
in the country.” And then, having again next Bill on the Order Paper went off un- 
carried his point, my right hon. friend expectedly. Suddenly this Division came 
will propose that they should sit in this on. At the commencement of the yma. 
neha when I asked some of my friends who are 
in favour of everything connected with 

_ : : woman: “Is that woman question coming 
_Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright-' 69” they said, I have in doo quite 
side): Why not ? | honestly, “No.” Well, I did not care to 
: stop for the Finance Bill, and I was on 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: My hon. friend | the point of going home when somebody 
says, “ Why not?” My hon, friend is an|came on the Terrace and said, “That 
honest man; he knows this will be the; woman question has come on.” [ 


*Mr. COURTNEY : Yes. 


result. It was on this very ground that I | naturally remained to vote against it, but 
voted against the proposal. A horrible | there were a great many hon. Gentlemen 
vision appears before me. I seem to see/ on this side of the House, as well as on 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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the other side, opposed tothe proposal who 
were not there at the time. The right 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury says that he stands entirely to 
his views, although I do not know how 
the right hon. Gentleman is going to vote. 
But we can now vote on this Amendment 
with a full and perfect knowledge of the 
question before us. 


*Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh): 
We have been told that this question is 
not to be decided upon its merits, but is 
to he decided for us by a more august 
tribunal. I hope, however, that the 
question will be decided, not with respect 
to what has been done elsewhere, but 
upon the merits of the question. We 
ought to consider whether in excluding 
women from these councils we shall be 
doing a kind or unkind thing to the poor 
of the country. Shall we be depriving 
them of assistance they ought to have ? 
I think the arguments of the right hon. 
Member for Bodmin deserve a little more 
attention than they have received. The 
right hon. Gentleman has appealed to hon. 
Members to consider what is the nature 
of the work which women are doing on 
these municipal bodies, and I hope the 
Hous? will look at the matter in that 
practical way. I do not think that the 


poor of the country are so well 
off that this House should deprive 
them of the assistance which any 
human being could give them. 


Is it pretended or alleged that women 
have not done admirable work on the 
vestries 4 No one can pretend that for a 
moment ; and how, then, can anyone say 
that there is not similar work for them to 
do on the new bodies? Women are 
hetter able to serve the interests of the 
poor than anybody else, but because of 
the exigencies of our Parliamentary sys- 
tem this House is to refuse to allow 
women to do this work. That is not a 
position which can be fairly or honestly 
defended. I wish hon. Members oppo- 
site, who, I believe, care as much for the 
condition of the poor as hon. Members on 
this side, would take their courage in 
both hands and decide this question on 
its merits. This is not a matter which 
should be treated as one of form simply. 
We ought to consider what will be the 
practical result of admitting women to 
these bodies. If the matter is looked at 
in that light I do not believe that the 
House would hesitate for a moment in 
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asking the Lords to reconsider their judg- 
ment. It is a much more important 
matter than might be supposed from the 
course of the Debate. The whole ten- 
dency of municipal government in this 
country is to bring that government into 
closer contact with the life of the poor 
and to take up one subject after another 
which goes home to their daily life. It 
would not be right to reject now the 
assistance which women have in this 
respect been able to give hitherto upon 
the vestries. I think, therefore, that 
we should do well to give the Lords an 
opportunity for repentance. 


*Mr. CHANNING: I had really not 
intended to speak in this Debate ; but 
I desire to express my surprise that no 
honourable or right hon. Gentleman from 
the Front Opposition Bench has got up to 
defend what I maintain to be a contribu- 
tion of the Liberal Government to the 
local government of the country of the 
greatest importance—I mean the Amend- 
ment which was adopted in the Act of 
1894 when passing through this House 
of Commons. In that Bill the right was 
assured to women to sit upon the 
vestries of London, and to exercise duties 
upon the vestries of London which they 
have shown themselves capable of exercis- 
ing with efficiency and with benefit to 
the public. I consider it an honour to 
the Liberal Ministry which introduced 
that in an Act of Parliament, and I wish 
to express my regret that no one on the 
Front Opposition Bench has got up to 
defend the rights of women on this ques- 
tion. I myself have sat with women on 
local bodies, and I know the excellent 
work they have done. The First Lord 
of the Treasury is going to sacrifice the 
opinions which a large majority of the 
Members of the House have repeatedly 
expressed to women who were interested 
in questions in their own constituencies. 
Members on the Government side of the 
House and the Opposition side have 
repeatedly given their pledges to the 
women that they would defend their 
rights on this question, and at the present 
moment the Government are cowardly 
enough not to face the House of Lords 
in the matter. I wish to enter an 
emphatic protest against the contemptible 
action of the House of Commons on this 
occasion, and the lack of courage in not 
standing up for the opinions to which 

'Members of the House had repeatedly 
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pledged themselves both in the 
House and in the country. It is 
absolutely unreasonable to contend that 
the rights which had been given to women 
by the Act of 1894 by the deliberate action 
of the House ef Commons are to be reck- 
lessly abolished at the dictation of the 
other House. The result would be,. as 
many hon. Members on the Government 
side of the House who are now abandoning 
their pledges will find out, that there are 
many women who will exercise their elec- 
toral power—their moral and social power 
—to vindicate their rights, and they will 
act rightly in doing so. This question has 
come before the House just after there 
had been perhaps the most dis- 
tinguished and remarkable gathering 
of women from every quarter of the 
world to discuss important questions of 
social and administrative reforms, and 
many of those questions which had been 
entrusted to them on the local bodies. 
Any man who has followed the discussions 
in connection with the International 
Congress of Women will know that 
the discussions of that Congress had left 
on the minds of all sensible men a very 
favourable impression of the capacity of 
women and their moral right to share in 
these questions of local government. 
I wish to enter my most emphatic 
protest against the conduct of Her 
Majesty’s Government and the refusal 
of hon. Members to keep their pledges. 


*Mr. ALBERT SPICER : I do not often 
intervene in Debate, especially when the 
House is nearing a Division ; but I cannot 
help feeling this afternoon that the House 
is going to weaken the good influence of 
this London Government Bill by the vote 
it is going to give against this Amendment; 
and, asa resident in London practically all 
my life, I venture to say a word before 
we come to a Division. There is one 
aspect of the case which I do not think 
has received fair attention. If the 
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Bill is to be a real success, which 
all of us who reside in London 


' are anxious should be the case, it will be 


because we shall call forth the best 
We hope that 
those who will seek for seats upon these 
new municipalities will represent all the 


‘different classes in the district. We 


hope there will be those who repre- 
sent business houses, and who are 
principals of houses where they carry on 
their business apart from their residences, 
We hope, also, there will be those who 
represent the business men of the dis- 
trict; and we hope there will be a 
good contingent of the working classes, 
But, having had fifteen years’ ex- 
perience on a_ suburban local board, 
I say there is danger that you will 
only have in the great majority of cases on 
your municipalities those who are able to 
attend during evening meetings, and you 
will have very few who are able to attend 
committee meetings during the day. If 
we can have a fair share of women on 
these municipalities, you would have those 
who can give you their work during the 
day, when so many of the male represen- 
tatives are bound to be in other parts of 
London—the working men at their work, 
and business men at their business. You 
will have, of course, a few men, I take it, 
of leisure ; but if you deprive the muni- 
cipalities of being able to choose some of 
the most capable women in the district, 
you will not only deprive them of a great 
source of power for good, but you will 
deprive the municipalities of the aid of 
many who can do a great deal of the 
detail work, and prepare for the general 
meetings of the municipalities, and you 
will in this way place your work far more 
in the hands of the officials than I believe 
is good for any municipality. For these 
reasons I trust the House will not resist 
this Amendment. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 177 ; Noes, 
246. (Division List No. 223.) 


AYES. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, W.(Newe.-under-Lyme) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbt. Hen. 
Austin, M. 

Bainbridge, Emerson 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 


Mr. F. A. Channing. 


sill, Charles 


Burns, John 


Bethell, Commander 


Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Suchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 





Hur 
Hut 


Jacc 


Beau 
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Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh.) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Courtney,Rt. Hon. Leorard H 
Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thos. B, (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 


Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 


Davitt, Michael 

Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) , 


Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Owen Morgan 
Ellis, John Edward 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster. Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir H. 
Galloway, Wm. Johnson 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harwood, George 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Healy, Timothy, M.(N.Louth) 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hogan, James Francis 
Holden, Sir Angus 

Holland, Wim.H. (York, W.R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Altrea 


Aird, John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch'r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 


| Kemp, George 


| Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
| Macealeese, Daniel 


Barry,SirFrancis T. (Windsor) | 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 


' Carlile, William Walter 


Beach, RtHnSirM. H. (Bristol) | 


Beach, W. W. B. (Hants.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


{6 JuLy 1899} 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSir U 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 


| Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | 


Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowles, John 

Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, James 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mellor, Kt. Hon.J.W.(Yorks.) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Montagu, Hn. J. S. (Hants) 
Morgan, WP. (Merthyr) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. | 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 


NOES. 


Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 
Blakiston- Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H.F.(Middlesex ) | 
Bewles,T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carew, James Laurence 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
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| Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Pilkington,SirG.A.(LancsSW) 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Briggs (Yorks.) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


| Pryce-Jones,Lt.-Col. Edward 
Redmond, William (Clare) 

! Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.} 

| Roberts, J. H. (Denbighs.} 


Robertson, Edm. (Dundee} 
Robson, William Snowdem 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on Tees} 


| Schwann, Ci arles &. 

| Seott, Chas. Prestwieh (Leigh) 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawiek b.) 

| Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh:.) 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Souttar, Robinson 


| Spicer, Albert 


Steadman, William Charles 
Stephens, Henry Charles. 


| Strachey, Edward 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxfd Uni.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E.} 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 


| Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Wallace, Robert 
Walton, J. Lawson, (Leeds, S.) 


| Wedderburn, Sir William 
| Weir, James Galloway 


Whiteley, George (Stock port} 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. ( Notts.) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.} 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.( Hudd’sf'¢} 
Woods, Samuel 
Young, 8. (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Faithfull Bege and Mr. 
Monk. 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwieti} 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hn.J.(Birm. } 
Chamberlain,.J Austen( Wore’x 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry, 
Charrington, Spencer 


| Chelsea, Viscount 


Clarke, Sir Edw. (PTymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cooke,C. W. Rad clifte( Here fd 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 


Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 


| Cranborne, Viscount 
| Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldsom 
Curzon, Viscount 
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Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 


Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughity, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Don; glas- Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Doxtord, William Theodore 
Drage, Geofttrey 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Evans, SamuelT. (Glamorgan) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt Ha SirJd(Mane’r) 


Field, Admiral (Easthourne) 
Finch, ¢ reorge H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert b. 

Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, aon 4 
Gibbons, J Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. V icary(St Albans) 
Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(StGreo.’s) 
Goschen, George J, (Sussex) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon, Ronald 
Gunter, Colonel 
Gurdon, Sir William Bb. 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel Nor wich) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutton, John (Yorks N.R.) 


{COMMONS} 


Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm.Lawies | 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jollitte, Hon. H. George 
Kenyon, James 


Kenyon- Slaney, Col. William | 


Keswick, William 

Kiny, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, SirE.Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpoo ) 
Lea, SirT'bomas(J.ondonderry) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leigiiton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Swansea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col C, W. (Evesham) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis W yy 
Lowther, Rt.Hon. Jas. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir Jolin William 
Maleolim, Jan 

Manners, Lord Edward W. J. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, HonWF 
Mellor, Colonel (Lane ashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Milton, Viscount 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’ths. ) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philp A. 

Murray, ~ Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, J. (Coventry) 
Murray. ( ‘ol. W yndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 


Parkes. Ebenezer 

Pease, Sir J. W. (Durham) 
Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Philphotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That | 


this House doth agree with the Lords in 


the said Amendment.” 


Aird, John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archuale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 


AYES. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt Josceline FitzRoy 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baldwin, Alfred 


Jalfour, Kt. Hon. A, J.(Man.) 


Russell, " 


TELLERS FOR THE 
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Pilkington, R. (Lanes, Newton 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. Hartlep’l) 
Rickett, J. Compton 


Ridley, Rt.Hn.SirMatthew W. 


titchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert, (Hackney 
Robinson, Brooke 


| Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Russell, —~ 4 8.(Cheltenham) 
(Tyrone) 
Ryder, Fy ‘Worle rt Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col.Thos.Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T Harrop)Stalybr. 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
ne. Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sutherland, Sir. Thomas 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Usborne, Thomas 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, ~ Sir C. E. Howard 
W anklyn, « James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E. (Kent) 
Warner Thos. Courtenay T. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,.Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wyndham, George 


| Wyvill, Marmaduke dD’. rey 4 
) 


Berks, 
Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 


Young, Commander(I 


The House divided :— Ayes, 243 ; Noes, 
| 174. (Division List No. 224.) 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds) 
sanbury, Frederick George 

Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

Barry, Sir FrancisT’.( Windsor) 

Bai tley, George C. T. 
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Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol 
Beach, W. W.Bramston(Hants) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, H. Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) | 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walton 
Cavendish, 8. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cayzer, Sir C. William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W 
Chamberlain, RtHonJ (1 Sirm. ) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) | 
Coe hrane, Hon. T. H. 
Coddington, Sir W illiaw 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir Jno. Chas. Ready | 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) | 
Cooke,C. W Radelitfe(Heref’ d) | 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
( ‘ranbor ne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, Wm. Donaldson 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh | 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson- Poynder, Sir J.P. | 
Digby, John K D. Winetield- | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, ¢ reorge 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. | 
Dyke, RtHonSirWilliamHart | 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
Evans, S T. (Glamorgan) 
Fardell> Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdw ard 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- | 
FitzWygram, GeneralS F. | 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue | 
Fletcher, $ Sir Henry 


John 


| Green, W. 
| Greene, H. I 


| Milbank, Sir Powlett C. 
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Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Gartit, William 
pir oe Sydney 
Gibbons, J. L loyd 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, RtHnGJ(StGeorge’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
D. (Wednesbury) 
). (Shrewsbury) 
| Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Colonel 
Gurdon, Sir William B. 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Helder, Augustus 
Hendersen, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Hill, Sir Edward 8. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 
Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. W. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jesse),Captain HerbertMerton | 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
| Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William | 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 
Labouchere, Henry 
Laurie, Lieut. -General 
Lawrence, SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn, Sir D.- (Swansea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham 
Lorne, Marquess of 
— e, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. 
Loyd, Archie Stirkinens 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liv rpool) 
Macolm, [an 
sears Lord EdwardWm.J. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- ne Hn. W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
John | 
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(Kent) 


| Ridley, Re, 


| Vineent, Col. Sir C. 
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Milton, Viscount 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 
Morgan, Hon. F.(Monm’thsh.) 


| Mount, William George 
H Muncz, = A. 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 


; Myers, William ay 
Newark, Viscount 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Sir Joseph W.( Durham) 
Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

P ilkington, R. (Lanes,Newton) 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 


Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
tasch, Major F. Carne 


Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 


Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep'l) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Hon. Sir M. W. 
2itehie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 


| Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 


Russell, Gen. F. 8. (Ch’lten’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
tyder, John Herbert Dudley 


| Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 


Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 


| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
| Savory, Sir Joseph 

| Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
| Seely, Charles Hilton 


Seton Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William E lward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christehureh) 
| Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) 
| Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 


| Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
| Tollemache, Henry James 
| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Valentia, Viscount 

E. Howard 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C.E. (Kent) 
Warner. Thos. Courtenay Ay 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


| Wharton, Rt. Hon. Jno. Lloyd 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
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| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Willox, Sir John Archibald Wyndham, George 
Sir William Walrond and 


Wodehouse, Kt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) | Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 





Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm Young, Commander(Berks,E. ) Mr. Anstruther. 

NOES. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) | Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley | O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Allison, Robert Andrew | Graham, Henry Robert | Oldroyd, Mark 
Ambrose, Robert | Gull, Sir Cameron | O'Malley, William 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | Haldane, Richard Burdon Palmer,SirCharlesM(Durham) 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | Harwood, George | Palmer, G. Wm. (Reading) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair | Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. | Paulton, James Mellor 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry | Hayne,Rt. Hon, Charles Seale- | Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


| 
Austin, M. | Hazell, Walter | Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Bainbridge, Emerson Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) Perks, Robert William 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. | Pickard, Benjamin 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull | Hobhouse, Henry Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Bethell, Commander | Hogan, James Francis Pilkington, Sir GA(LanesSW) 
Billson, Alfred Holden, Sir Angus Price, Robert John 
Birrell, Augustine | Holland, W. H. (York, W. .) | Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Blake, Edward | Horniman, Frederick John Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Bousfield, William Robert | Hughes, Colonel Edwin Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 


Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn Jacoby, James Alfred Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Burns, John Johnston, William (Belfast) | Robson, William Snowdon 
Burt, Thomas | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Buxton, Sydney Charles | Jones, D. Bryninor (Swansea) | Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 


, Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) | Schwann, Charles E. 
Cameron,SirCharles(Glasgow) | Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHn SirU | Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) Kearley, Hudson E. Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Kemp, George Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Carvill, P. Georze Hamilton Kitson, Sir James | Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Causton, Richard Knight Lambert, George Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Cawley, Frederick Langley, Batty | Souttar, Robinson 

Clark, Dr.G. B.(Caithnes-sh. ) | Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | Steadman, William Charles 
Clough, Walter Owen Leng, Sir John | Stephens, Henry Charles 


Caldwell, James 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry Norton, Capt. Cecil William Yovall, James Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson Nussey, Thomas Willans 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. | O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. Tennant and Mr. Spicer. 


Coghill, Douglas Har | Lewis, John Herbert | Strachey, Edward 

Corbett, aT aneineitCllensen) | Lloyd-George, David Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. | Logan, John William | Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Crombie, John William | Lough, Thomas | Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) Lowles, John | Talbot,Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf'dUn.) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) | Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Dalziel, James Henry | Lyttleton, Hon. Alfred Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E.) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | Macaleese, Daniel Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Davitt, Michael | MacNeill,JohnGordonSwift | Thornton, Percy M. 

Denny, Colonel M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Dewar, Arthur | M‘Ghee, Richard | Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | M‘Killop, James Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds S.) 
Dillon, John | M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin | Wedderburn, Sir William 
Doogan, P. C. M‘Leod, John | Weir, James Galloway 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Maddison, Fred Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Dunn, Sir William | Mellor, Rt.Hon.J.W. (Yorks.) | Whitmore, Charles Algernon ~ 
Edwards, Owen Morgan | Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Ellis. John Edward | Monckton, Edward Philip | Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts.) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert | Monk, Charles James | Wills, Sir William Henry 
Fenwick, Charles Montagu,Hn.J. Scott (Hants.) | Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) | Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) Wilson, John (Govan) 
Fitzmaurice. Lord Edmond | Morrell, George Herbert | Woodhouse,SirJ.T. (Hudders.) 
Flynn, James Christopher | Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) | Woods, Samuel 

Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) | Moulton, John Fletcher | Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


Lords’ Amendment— |a borough council except in pursuance of a 

hi ein 0: Mien dali 6 —e resolution of the council passed on the recom- 

hn page 0, line ~o, alter “council insert: | mendation of the finance committee ; and any 

_ ‘3. Every borough council shall from time to | costs, debt, or liability exceeding fifty pounds 

time appoint a finance committee for regulating | shall not be incurred except upon a resolution 

and controlling the finance of the council ; and | of the council passed on an estimate submitted 

no order for payment of any sum, whether on | by the finance committee. The notice of the 

aecount of capital or income, shall be made by meeting at which any resolution for the pay- 
‘ 
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7 London 
ment of any sum by the borough council (other- 
wise than for ordinary periodical payments) or 
any resolution for incurring any costs, debt, or 
liability exceeding fifty pounds will be pro- 
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posed, shall state the amount of the said sum, | 


costs, debt, or liability, and the purpose for 
which they are to be paid or incurred. Pro- 
vided that the foregoing provisions shall not 
apply to payments made in pursuance of a pre- 
cept from another authority.’ ” 

the next Amendment, read a_ second 
time. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.) : 
This is an Amendment of a very strin- 
gent character, and so far as municipal 
corporations are concerned it is an entirely 
novel provision. The clause enables one 
of the committees—the statutory finance 
committee—of the councils practically to 
have the whole control of the financial 
operations of the new corporations. I 
venture to think the provisions of the 
Bill were quite adequate for the purpose 
of maintaining the proper management of 
the finances of the corporations. By 
Clause 13 an audit is to take place, and if 
there has been any improper expenditure 
a surcharge can be made, and the respon- 
sibility falls upon the individuals who 
concurred in making the payments. The 
Lords by a small majority, and against 
the Government, carried the addition of 
this clause, which lessens the com- 
paratively small freedom which is given 
to these new corporations. The proposal 
is objectionable from a business point of 
view, as the delay and_ inconvenience 
caused by the provision will be great, and 
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limitation imposed upon them, which'they 
may feel from experience to be incon- 
venient, but which cannot possibly ‘be 
avoided without an amending statute. 
The best way to form these councils is 
to trust them as business-like bodies to 
conduct their business in a proper way, 
and if they find it necessary to have 
financial control we may depend upon it 
that that financial control will be found. 
In my own constituency the greatest 
difficulty is apprehended from this restrie- 
tive system, and the feeling of the vestries 
is very strongly opposed to the proposal. 
It may be said that this provision has 


_ been made in the case of county councils, 


to carry through some proposals may | 


involve very considerable time. I know 


of no similar provision in the Municipal | 


Corporations Act, which has been generally 
cited as based upon long experience and as 
the best mode of indicating how the new 
councils should conduct their business. 
that Act the greatest freedom is given to 
the corporation to appoint any committees 
it thinks fit for any purposes which, in the 
opinion of the council, will be better con- 
ducted by means of a committee than by 
the whole council. 
like way of dealing with the matter, as 


In| 


That is the business- | 
|those boroughs which 


local views and local circumstances differ. | 


I quite admit that as the councils will be | 


| 


composed of business men they probably | 


will, as the municipal corporations do, 
appoint a finance committee, but they 
will do it much better by having regard 
to their own particular circumstances 
than] by having a stereotyped statutory 


| obligatory. 


but the closer analogy by far is the 
borough councils of which the new ecor- 
poration is to form a unit. There is a 
great distinction between the county 
councils and the borough councils in this 
matter. The former have very much larger 
areas of administration, their proceedings 
are comparatively slower, and they have 
time for going through all these formali- 
ties and conforming to the provisions of 
the Act of 1888. But in boroughs 
generally, and in London especially, these 
are matters which have to be very 
frequently conducted with some speed. 
It is very difficult to get the three 
members together to sign the cheques ; 
they may be distributed throughout 
London during the day. I think, under 
the circumstances I have set forth, this 
is not an Amendment which this House 
ought to sanction, and I hope it will not 
be agreed to. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
know that this Amendment is of very 
great importance, but on the whole I 
should advise the House to accept the 
Amendment of the Lords. It is quite 
true that these boroughs are intended to 
follow the general lines of the municipal 
corporations, and it is also true that in 
the Municipal Corporation Act there is no 
statutory obligation to form committees 
for carrying out the financial operations 
of the council, but asa matter of .fact all 
have financial 
matters to deal with do appoint these 
committees, and in all our recent legisla- 
tion such committees have been made 
Not merely in the rural 
county councils, but in the London County 
Council there must be a separate com- 
mittee to deal with financial matters, and 
no inconvenience has been found to follow 
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such a proceeding. 
guide us the experience of the twelve 
years which have elapsed since the 
establishment of county councils, and that 
would be enough to show conclusively 
whether or not there was any practical 
inconvenience attaching to the scheme 
which has been thought by Parliament to 
be advisable as a check upon wasteful ex- | 
penditure or vast financial undertakings. 
That being so, I think it would be desir- 
able to accept this Amendment of the 
Lords. We may do so without having 
any fear as to the inconvenience to the 
vestries which it is anticipated will ensue. 
I took some trouble to inquire upon that 
point among the local authorities existing 
in London, and it was only to-day I re- 
ceived one suggestion in the direction 
indicated by my right hon. friend. All 
the other vestries were clear that the pro- 
vision at the worst would be inoperative, 
while most of them anticipated that some 
advantage would follow from it. 


{COMMONS} 


We have therefore to | confirmed on motion and hearing with or 


rovernment Bill. 80 


without costs, according to the judgment and 
discretion of the conrt,’” 


the next Amendment, read a_ second 
time. 


Mr. LOUGH: I am rather inclined to 
agree with the argument used by the 
First Lord of the Treasury in regard to 
the Amendment just decided, but I think 
in this case the principle is carried a little 
too far. There are further conditions to 
the payment of money by these bodies, 
Some of those provisions are of a very 
salutary character, but at the end of the 


'clause are these words: “ Moreover, all 


cheques for payment of moneys issued in 
pursuance of any such order shall be 
countersigned by the town clerk.” The 
Amendment I move is to leave out the 
word “counter,” and simply say they 
should be signed by the town clerk. Every 


‘necessity of good finance is secured in the 
| early part of the clause, and it is also pro- 


‘vided that the town clerk should sign 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton): | 
I merely wish to corroborate the state- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman that 
this system has worked exceedingly well 
on the London County Council. There is | 
no doubt it acts as a salutary check, and 
the result has been that in all the Debates 
in this House there has never any fault 
been found with the finance of the London 
County Council. It has been of immense 
advantage to the London County Council | 
to have such a check, and [ cannot recall | 
anything but advantage which has re- | 
sulted to that body from this system. 


‘that it 


every order. The bank cannot pay these 


'orders unless it has already received in- 


structions signed by three members of 
the committee, and my suggestion is 
would be sufficient then if the 
cheque was signed by the town clerk, 
and not countersigned. Think what will 
be involved. There are 500 cheques to 
be signed every fortnight in the Islington 
Vestry, some for very small amounts. If 
these four names have to be attached, 
2,000 signatures will have to he made, 
and no good end will be secured, because 
the bank will have already got a list 


signed by three members of the com- 


Lords’ Amendment agreed to. 


Lords’ Amendment 

“Tn page 6, after Clause 8, insert Clause A— 

*(A.)—(1) All payment to and by the borough | 
council shall be made to and by the borough 
treasurer, and all payments by the council | 
shall, unless made in pursuance of the specific | 
requirement of an Act of Parliament or of an | 
order of a competent court, be made in pur- 
suance of an order of the council signed by 
three members of the finance committee present | 
at the meeting of the council, and counter- | 
signed by the town clerk, and the same order | 
may include several payments. Moreover, all | 
cheques for payment of moneys issued in pur- | 
suance of any such order, shall be counter- | 
signed by the town clerk, or by a deputy | 
approved by the council. 

‘(2) Any such order may be removed into | 
the High Court of Justice by writ of certiorari, | 
and may be wholly or partially disallowed or | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


| 


| mittee, and will have no power to pay 


anything not on that list. The elause, as 
it stands, will involve a great deal of 


| financial difficulty, red tape, and unneces- 


sary restriction, and therefore I move this 


| Amendment. 


Amendment proposed to the Lords 
Amendment— 


“In line 9, to leave out the word ‘counter- 
‘signed.’—(Mr. 


signed,’ and insert the word 
Lough) - instead thereof.” 

Question proposed, “That the word 
‘countersigned’ stand part of the Lords 
Amendment.” 


THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir R. 
B. Frnuay, Inverness Burghs): I hope 
the House will not accept the proposal to 
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omit the word “counter.” Under the 


Local Government Act all such cheques | 
have to be countersigned by the clerk of | 


the council or his deputy, and I think it 
is only right that after a cheque has 
been signed in the usual way it should be 
further verified by the signature of the 
town clerk being affixed to it. 


Mr. LOUGH: In view of that expres- 


sion of opinion I will withdraw the 


Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Lords’ Amendment agreed to. 
Other Lords’ Amendments agreed to. 


Lords’ Amendment— 


“In page 10, line 37, to leave out from 
‘that’ to end of the sub-section, and insert : 


‘(a) If the Commissioners under this Act 


make a special Report to Parliament that by | 


reason of anything done under any of the 
adoptive Acts, or for any other exceptional 
reason, it is impracticable to deal with a 
detached part of a parish in manner required 
by the foregoing provisions of this section, 
those provisions shall not apply; and further 
provided that : 

‘(b) The foregoing provisions of this section 
shall not apply to the hamlet of Knights- 
bridge,’ ” 
the next Lords’ Amendment, read a 
second time. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.): I 
do not think it was the intention of the 
Lords in introducing this Amendment to 
make any change in sub-Nection 2; but 
as it refers to “the foregoing provisions ” 
that sub-section would be affected. I 
would suggest that some words should be 
inserted to make that clear. 


Sir Rk. B. FINLAY: No words are 
needed at all, as it is only in the case of a 
parish in London which is wholly de- 
tached that the provision is operative. 
The second sub-section deals with another 
matter. 


Lords’ Amendment agreed to. 
Subsequent Lords Amendments agreed 


to, with a consequential Amendment to 
the 2ill. 


{6 JuLY 1899} 


Works Bill. 82. 
MILITARY WORKS BILL. 
[THIRD READING.] 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [3rd July], “ That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Question again proposed. 
*Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 


I was speaking the other night when the 
discussion came to a close of the practice 


'which had grown up and increased so 


much of late of discharging a large part 
of the financial liabilities for Army 
purposes not out of voted money but out 
of borrowed money. Since the present 
Government came into office they have 
spent out of borrowed money, mainly for 


-naval and military purposes, no less than 


ten and a quarter millions. They have 
still an unexhausted amount of borrowing 
power under the Military Works Act to 
the extent of something like £4,000,000, 
and now there are the present proposals 
for £4,000,000 more. Let us look at the 
history of this Bill. It was promised in 
the statement of the Secretary of State 
for War in February last, when it was 
described as an integral part of the 
military programme of the year, and we 
were assured the Bill would be very 
shortly issued. In March, when the 
Estimates came before the House, we 
were again told that the Bill would very 
shortly be brought forward, and it was 
stated in general terms what were the 
purposes for which the money was to be 
borrowed. It appears to me that as this 
Barracks Loan Bill was “an integral 
part” of the military proposals of the 
year, it ought to have been introduced at 
the same time as the Military Estimates, 
so that we might have had the whole 
military programme of the Government 
before us. Everyone will acknowledge 
that when this Bill was introduced the 
Under Secretary of State for War made 
what was practically a Military Estimates 
speech. Such a course is entirely con- 
trary to the constitutional practice of this 
House. We ought to have one state- 
ment of ow military expenditure 
and military necessities for the year, 
and it should be made at_ the 
beginning of the year, so that we should 
know the whole of our liabilities. Not 
only is this proposal an integral part of 
the military programme, but it is, or 


ought to be, an integral part of the 
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financial programme of the year, and yet 
from beginning to end of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s Budget speech this 
proposal to borrow money was not even 
mentioned. In the course of the Debate 
on the Army Estimates the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War said he could not 
give any further particulars as to the pur- 
poses for which this money would be re- 
-quired, but that the amount would be 
more than £5,000,000. How are we to 
account for that statement when this Bill 
only asks for power to borrow £4,000,000 ? 
We have had two schedules laid in our 
hands. Schedule B has really nothing 
directly to do with the works which are 


to be completed out of the £4,000,000 | 


here asked for, but the total amount in 
that schedule is £6,900,000. I ventured 
to say the other night that the Govern- 
ment were endeavouring to commit their 
successors to the carrying out of a policy 


which they themselves hesitated to lay in , 


full before this House. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer demurred to that state- 
ment, but it certainly comes to this, that 
if their successors do not carry out all the 
works they will be blamed, but the reply 


will at once be, “ Why did you not ask | 


for the money!” The form of a Bill of 
this sort is a very important matter. 
This Bill consists of one single clause, 
which incorporates two sections of the 
Military Works Act, 1897. We are told 
there will be an honourable understanding 
that a statement of estimated expenditure 
from year to year should be laid before the 
House, but why should it not be put in 
the statute itself, as is done in the 
Naval Works Act? There is an 
honourable understanding existing already 


as regards the Military Works Act, | 


1897, and although such a statement was 


promised as long ago as last March we | 


have not yet received it. On the other 
hand, the statement enjoined by statute 


under the Naval Works Act was presented | 


and laid on the Table of the House at the 
time the Naval Estimates were intro- 
duced. The most important defect in 
the form of the Bill is that there is no 
detailed schedule of the works to be con- 
structed out of this money. We are told 
that the precedent of the Military Works 


Bill of 1897 is being followed, and that | 
upon that occasion no complaint was made | 


of the absence of detailed schedules. 
But the hon. Member’s memory must 
have failed him, because an Amend- 
ment was moved on the Second Reading, 


Mr. Buchanan. 


{COMMONS} 
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and largely supported, demurring to 
voting the money until we had fuller 
details as to the works upon which the 
money was to be expended. It is not 
merely a matter of form, but there are 
practical inconveniences caused by the 
absence of detailed schedules. For in- 
stance, when the noble Lord the Member 
for York stated he intended to bring up 
the specific subject of the money spent 
on Wei-hai-wei, it was pointed out that 
owing to the absence of a detailed 
schedule attached to the Bill, the point 
could only be raised on an Amendment 
directed against the total sum of 
£4,000,000. That is a very awkward 
method of raising such an important ques- 
tion of public and military policy as the 
occupation of Wei-hai-wei. But there are 
other objections. The House will notice 
the very general and ambiguous terms in 
which the official schedule to the Bill is 
couched. It is copied from the schedule 
to the Military Works Act, 1897. In 
that schedule one head is ‘“‘ Ranges, in- 
cluding accommodation for manceuvring 
and mobilisation.” I do not think any- 
one will imagine that under that general 
head could have been included the pur- 
chase of all those properties at Salisbury 
Plain, amounting to a sum of £350,000. 
The possibility of the Government being 
able to hide from the sight of the 
House a purchase of such magnitude 
under such a term as “ Ranges, 
&e.,” is really an abuse of the forms of 
the House, and deprives the House of 
Commons of a legitimate opportunity of 
criticising large and questionable expendi- 
ture of money. Upon the question of 
‘ambiguity, let us see the effect of such 
general terms upon the financial control 
of the House over the expenditure of 
public money. One of the sub-sections 
of the Act of 1897, which is included in 
this Bill, is that by which any diversion of 
money from one head of the schedule to 
another can only be carried out with the 
consent of the Treasury. As the Bill is 
drawn, that power on the part of the 
Treasury will only apply to the schedule 
attached to the Bill, comprising the four 
large heads, so that it will be possible for 
the War Office, under the item, say, of 
£2,750,000 for barracks, to divert money, 
without the consent of the Treasury, from 
| expenditure at Aldershot to Gibraltar, or 
‘from Malta to the Curragh, or from a 
large work to a small work, or from any one 
work to another. That is a power which 


| 
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ought not to be entrusted to any public . 
Department, and the Bill, if for no other | 


reason than that, ought to be furnished 
with a complete detailed schedule. I 
cannot see what fair and legitimate argu- 


ment can be brought forward in support. 


of presenting a Bill of this character 
without such a schedule. It is given 
every year with the Naval Works Act, 
and we hear no complaints as to the 
Admiralty being hampered in the expen- 
diture of the money. It is a legitimate 
and necessary control which this House 
and the country ought to exercise over 
large spending Departments like the 
Admiralty and the War Office, that they 
should not be able to divert expenditure 
for a specified purpose to one which was not 
contemplated or sanctioned. 
that the Government may see their way 
in Committee to insert in the Bill the 
substance of this White Paper with the 
details of the expenditure. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): My hon. friend has 
called attention to the financial character 
of this Bill. I think everybody who has 
looked into the matter will admit that 
there is something extremely formidable 
in the rapid growth of the public expen- 
diture of this country. Year after year 
large sums have been added to the annual 
expenditure of the country, until it has 


reached the enormous figure at which it , 


now stands. But there is something even 
more formidable than the increase in the 
expenditure, and that is the laxity of the 
practice of the Administration as regards 
the financial measures which have brought 
about this expenditure. There was no- 
thing more valuable to the country than the 
careful watch which what I may call our 
fathers bestowed upon public expenditure. 
If expenditure were really needed, the 
House of Commons was always ready to 
vote it; but ever since the days of Mr. 
Hume there have been fixed Parliamen- 
tary rules for the control of public ex- 
penditure, which have been of inestim- 
able value to the finances of this 
country. Now, these rules controlling 
public expenditure are broken every 
day, and I regard that laxity of 
control as one of the greatest financial 
dangers that can befall the country. I 
protested most strongly against the system 
introduced by the Naval Defence Act of 
the penultimate Administration. I had 
knowlege and experience of the mischief 
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I hope still | 


' year, 
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it produced on the public accounts. 
Therefore, when the last Libera! Govern- 
ment were in office, and when we intro- 


duced a Naval Works Bill, the first thing 


we laid down was that the work to be 
done should be specified, and what is more 
important still, that it should be annually 
brought before Parliament, so that Parlia- 
ment should have control over those 
works and be able to call the spending 
departments to account. We established 
in that way the financial principles of the 
country. I think our action was not 
disadvantageous to the Navy, because we 
had most useful Debates in this House. 
But what do we see now? The Govern- 
ment takes hold of four, five, or ten 
millions, and scatters them about utterly 
regardless of the old checks on public 
expenditure which formerly existed. That, 
I say, is an extremely dangerous and 
mischievous course of procedure. My 
hon. friend who spoke last has pointed 
out that it has always been the rule in 
this Honse that in the early part of the 
before the introduction of the 
Budget, the House should be placed in 
possession of the intentions of the 
Government with regard to the finances 
of the country. But instead of that, the 
Estimates introduced before the end of the 
financial year bear no relation whatever to 
the expenditure of the Government, or even 
to the intentions of the Government. We 
see year after year Supplementary Esti- 
mates of a magnitude that were never 
known before—not generally arising out 
of unforeseen incidents, but part of the 
financial schemes of the (Government, 
which they had in view, or ought to have 
had in view, before the finance of the year 
was settled. But the greatest outrage 
against our system of financial checks is 
committed by this very Bill. In the 
Budget we had a scheme for diminishing 
by two millions the annual provision for 
the reduction of the Debt ; and that was 
laid before us without our having the 
means of knowing that this Bill was to be 
introduced for increasing our indebted- 
ness by four millions. Was there ever 
such an example of burning the candle at 
both ends ? I say that when the proposal 
to diminish the annual provision for the 
reduction of the Debt was laid before the 
House we ought to have been told of the 
present proposal to increase the Debt. 
This is most lax and dangerous finance. 
The House of Commons ought to have 
been in a position to discuss on the pro- 
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posal to diminish the provision for the | 
Debt by two millions the figures and | 
objects of the measure now before us. | 
Apart from the merits of the proposal | 
before us I venture to add my protest to 
that of my hon. friend against this most 
dangerous laxity in the financial policy 
of the Government, a laxity which 1s 
increasing year by year. I cannot under- 
stand why in the Military Works Bill 
we cannot follow the principle which | 
thought the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
approved of with regard to the Naval 
Works Bill. There is not to be an 
annual Bill because the Government are 
not spending the money in one year. You 
are following in that respect the Govern- 
ment of Lord Palmerston with reference 
to fortifications thirty or forty years ago. 
I think it is a sound rule that the House 
of Commons should be able to examine 
and criticise the proposals in this Bill. I 
say that this Bill has not been placed 
before the House of Commons in the shape 
and in the manner and with the securities 
which the House has always demanded 
in the case of financial proposals, and 
which are absolutely necessary in order 
that the House may exercise control over 
the expenditure of the country. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or riz EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks-BEacu, Bristol, W.): 
Unfortunately I was not in my place 
when the right hon. Gentleman rose, as I 
had no idea that this question, affecting 
such large matters, would be raised. But 
I gather that the complaint of the right 
hon. Gentleman is this—that at the time 
I introduced the Budget, which contained 
a provision for diminishing the amount 
annually applied to the reduction of the 
permanent Debt of the country, the House 
was not in possession of the other pro- 
posals which Her Majesty’s Government 
intended tomakethis year by which thetem- 
porary Debt would be increased. But a cir- 
cumstance occurred long before the date of 
the Budget which, I consider, exonerates 
the Government from any blame what- 
ever in this matter. That was the circu- 
lation of the Memorandum of the Secre- 
tary for War upon the Army Estimates, 
before the introduction of these Estimates, 
in which it was stated that a scheme was 
being prepared for the provision of new 
barracks for the additional troops about 
to be raised, for the improvement of the 
existing barrack accommodation, and for 
other military works, and that the money 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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for the purpose would be obtained by loan 
repayable by terminable annuities rather 
than by estimate. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : There 


was no statement of amount. 


*Srr M. HICKS-BEACH : Yes. When 
introducing the Army Estimates my 
hon. friend the Under Secretary for War, 
answering a question interjected in the 
course of his speech, stated that the sum 
for the works would probably amount to 
five millions. I think, therefore, that the 
complaint of the right hon. Gentleman 
that the House had no information about 
this Bill until after the introduction of 
the Budget is a little absurd. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : It is 
not a question of information ; it is a 
question of control. 


*Sir M. HICKS-BEACH: What the 
right hon. Gentleman complained of was 
the absence of information. If he had 
noticed the note in the Memorandum he 
might have taken advantage of it to call 
attention to the point which he has now 
formulated—namely, that while we are 
reducing the sum to pay off the permanent 
Debt we are adding to the temporary 
Debt, raised by terminable annuities, by 
the amount required for the purposes of 
this Bill. I understand that is the com- 
plaint, and I venture to maintain that so 
far as possible without the actual intro- 
duction of the Bill the House of Commons 
and the country were informed in detail 
long before the introduction of the 
Budget what was to be done. Further 
complaint is made that the Bill is not 
in accordance with the Naval Works 
Act, and no doubt that is true; but it 
is also true that in 1897, when the last 
Military Works Act was introduced, we 
adopted a different form for the very good 
reason that we were dealing with matters 
the cost and progress of which is much 
more easily anticipated than that of many 
ef the works included in the Naval Works 
Act ; you are much more confident of 
the extent of work and the amount 
required for construction of buildings of 
this kind than if you are dealing with 
docks or works under water. But that was 
not all. The Naval Works Act of 1895, 
which, if I remember rightly, was intro- 
duced by the late Government and not 
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passed until long after the Budget, was | 


framed in a manner which may have been 
simple enough at the time, but which, I 


am afraid, in later Bills of the same sort | 


has become extremely complicated by the 
number of accounts and columns showing 
amounts and totals of estimated expendi- 
ture on various works and of actual 
expenditure in each year, and in former 
years. Such a formidable array of figures 
is presented as makes it extremely difficult 
for anyone not acquainted with the 
minutiz of the system to ascertain what it 
all means. This, at all events, is a simple, 
intelligible form. So many millions are to 
be expended, and it is stated in the 
schedule laid on the table of the House, 
and by which the Government are as 
much bound as if it were in the Bill, 
what works will be undertaken. I can 
assure the House that the schedule in 
1897 was found in practice quite as bind- 
ing upon the Government as if it had 
been in the Act. We examined matters 
before introducing this Bill. We found 
we had ample means authorised by the Act 
of 1897, not only for continuing the works 
already sanctioned by Parliament, but also 
for initiating works proposed in the Bill 
now before the House ; but when we 
came to consider the matter we felt it 
would not be right to divert any of the 
money Parliament had voted on the 
strength of the schedule we had laid on 
the Table, specifying certain works, to new 
works altogether. Therefore I think the 
House will see that the form of the Bill 
binds the Government in the matter of 
expenditure quite as much as if the 
schedule were in the Bill, as in the Naval 
Works Acts. I was not aware the right 
hon. Gentleman was going to raise these 
questions, but I think I have answered his 
principal points. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): My right hon. friend the Member for 
West Monmouth has reiterated a com- 
plaint as to the omission of the schedule 
from this Bill. The defence of the 
Government, as stated by the Under 
Secretary for War, appears to be that in 


practice the House has as much informa- | 
tion and control under the system they | 
propose as under the system of the Naval | 
So far as information is con- | 


Works Act. 


cerned, we have only to compare the 


printed paper circulated by the Govern- | 


ment with the Bill and the schedule to 
the Naval Works Act of 1897. There is 
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the greatest possible difference between 
the two. This schedule gives no informa- 
tion at all as to defences, but the Bill 
simply takes power to spend a million on 
defensive works. As to barracks, certain 
details are specified, but nothing like 
the amount of information is given with 
reference to past expenditure, the total 
estimated expenditure, the estimated ex- 
penditure for next year, and other par- 
ticulars which were given in the Naval 
Works Act Schedule, and which enabled 
the House to follow the proceedings of 
the Government from year to year in the 
carrying out of great works. It seemed 
to me most valuable that we had this 
schedule in the Naval Works Act, because 
it enabled us and the Auditor-General to 
test the progress of the Government with 
regard to works which they were 
authorised and directed to carry out. 
Part of the defence of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was that it contained too 
much information. 


*Str M. HICKS-BEACH: I did not 
say it contained too much information, 
but I did say that the number of columns 
complicated the matter so much that it 
was almost unintelligible. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: It 
could not be unintelligible if you had in 
the Bill of 1897 the same arrangement as 
was in the Act of 1895. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer may call it complication 
to give detailed information year after 
year, but I call it enlightenment. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY ror 
WAR (Mr. WynpbHam, Dover): As 
these are all new services we have no 
information with regard to last year, but 
next year I hope to give the kind of 
information to which the hon. Member 
refers. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Will 
the hon. Gentleman do what was done in 
the Naval Works Act of 1895? If he 
does, then the criticism of my right hon. 
friend on that point will be met. Now 
I come to the question of control. I do 
not know whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man is aware of what was said on the 
question of Parliamentary control by the 
| Under Secretary for War. The Under 
Secretary startled me by the boldness of 
| his assertion as to the amount of Parlia- 
| mentary control given under this scheme, 
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He said we could have as much control 
under the schedule as if it were part of 
the Act. Just consider the position. 
Here is a Bill and here is a schedule, and 
our demand is that the schedule should 
be made part of the Bill, and we make 
that demand on the specific ground that 


it will enable the House in Com- 
mittee to have control over every 
item of the proposed expenditure, 


and that we may be in a position to reject 
one item, to reduce another, or to add an 
item not originally proposed by the 
Government. Allthat we could do if the 
schedule were part of the Bill. Can we 
do it as the Bill stands? I understood 
the Under Secretary to state that any 
hon. Gentleman could move to strike out 
the item for Wei-hai-wei altogether by 
moving a reduction of the total sum by 
the amount put down forit. Suppose I do 
that: The question on which I am beaten 
is that £4,000,000 stand part of the 
clause. Someone else comes along who 
has no objection to Wei-hai-wei, but 
wants to raise another question. Suppose, 
for instance, the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn wants to raise a question about 
Halifax. Can he raise it ? The £4,000,000 
stands part of the Bill, and how is a 
reduction with regard to Halifax to be 
moved? That shows that under this Bill 
we have not the same control as we had in 
the Naval Works Bill. It is the same 
with the schedule. I can only move the 
reduction of the items mentioned in it. 
I move to reduce the Barracks Vote by a 
certain sum and |] am beaten, and the 
original sum stands, and accordingly 
every Member of the House is precluded 
from discussing any other item, because I 
have been beaten. Is it not absurd to 
say, therefore, that the House has the 
same contro! over the details of this pro- 
posed expenditure as it would have if this 
schedule were part of the Bill? The 
House would then have complete control 
over each particular item. I welcome the 
expectation held out by the hon. Gentle- 
man as to the change in the form of the 
schedule in future years. I would press 
him to goa little further, and to accede 
to the motion that will be made to put 
the schedule in the Bill, so that the. House 
will have complete control over ev ery 
item of expenditure. 


*CoLt. BLUNDELL (Lancashire, Ince) : , 


I am glad the Leader of the Opposition has 
spoken in favour of permanent works at 
Mr. Edinwnd Robertson, 


{COMMONS} 





the mouth of rivers like the Clyde and 
the Mersey. In Lord Nelson’s memoran- 
dum on the defence of the Thames he said ; 


“Stationary floating batteries are not from 
y apparent advantage to be moved, for the 


tid e may prevent their resuming the very im- 


portant stations assigned them.’ 


And Captain Mahan remarks: 


‘* Nelson was evidently alive to the advan- 
tage of permanent works which puts it out of 
the power of panic to stampede them.” 


I touch upon that because a very great 
question bears upon it; that is, you 
cannot rely upon ships that are stationed 
at the mouth of rivers being where they 
are wanted at the right time. Many 
influential Members of the House, 
notably the hon. and gallant Member for 
Yarmouth and the noble Lord the Mem- 
ber for York, think that this country can 
rely on its navy alone for its defence. [ 
wish to traverse that statement in the 
strongest possible manner. I ask anyone 
who differs from that view to read the 
history of this.country. We were first 
invaded by William the Conqueror, and 
at that time the ships did nothing. We 
were invaded by the Prince of Orange. 
At that time our fleet was at Harwich, 
but the Prince of Orange, with four or 
five hundred ships, passed the Straits of 
Dover, and he landed at Torbay 
with 14,000 men. Our fleet did 
nothing whatever. I know I may be met 
by the statement that now we have tele- 
graphs and steam, and these things could 
not occur again. But we all remember 
that Nelson was decoyed half round the 
world, and the people of England were 
glad to see him home again. I strongly 
urge that this country cannot solely rely 
on the Navy for its defence. We must 
have a military force able to meet the 
enemy when he arrives. I believe our 
Navy was never in a better condition than 
at the present time. It is an admirable 
force, but you cannot rely that it will not 
be decoyed away at the critical moment 
just when wanted. 


CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): There are one or two 
matters connected with this Bill to which 
I think the Under Secretary of State for 
War might have given a little attention. 
I was not fortunate enough to hear the 
speech of the hon. Gentleman in intro- 
ducing the measure, but there are a cer- 
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tain number of points as to which the | 


hon. Gentleman will, perhaps, furnish us | 
' which cannot possibly be found when the 


with some information. In the first place, 
a proposition has been made both outside 
and inside the House for the provision of 
cubicles in the soldiers’ sleeping rooms in 
the barracks. As far as I have been 
able to gauge the situation, I take it that 
the provision of a sufficient number of 
recruits of a better class is a matter that 
is engaging the attention of thinking 
people. It is pretty manifest that we 
want to lose no chance of tapping any 
source of supply of recruits, when rival 
countries are spreading their nets as wide 
as they can in order to get as many re- 
cruits as they possibly can for the service. 


It seems to me that there is one source of | 


supply which has been somewhat lost 
sight of, and which it would be worth the 
while of the authorities to devote parti- 
cular attention to. I refer to the better 
educated and more refined class of men 
who hitherto have not, in a very large 
degree, entered the ranks in this country. 
Nothing would be a greater inducement 
for this class to join the Army than the 
knowledge that they would have, in their 
own personal life, as much privacy and 
decency and similarity to civil life as can 
possibly be allowed. If this application 
were to be made for the Army alone, I 
should, of course, be exposed to the 
charge of seeking to provide a luxury. 
But what do I see? I see that in all 
other walks of life this very provision is 
being made. In the police barracks there 
are now in some cases private cubicles, 
and in the great lodging houses which are 
now being erected in London, the experi- 
ment of introducing the cubicle is being 
largely tried, and I believe, as far as 
experience can speak, it has been found 
to be very largely successful. I want, 
therefore, to suggest to the hon. Gentle- 
man and his colleagues that it would be a 
pity to put on one side this idea because 
certain soldiers do not think the cubicle 
is necessary. I cannot foresee anything 
that would be of greater advantage to 
the Army than to attract into its ranks 
that large floating population of good 
fighting material who are not absolutely 
driven into the Army by sheer necessity, 
but would be attracted to it by ambition 
and a real desire to see a_ little 
fighting in foreign service. These are the 
men to whom I| think this arrangement 
would be a considerable advantage. They 
are men accustomed to a certain amount 
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‘that the possession of these 
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of decency and privacy, and they would 
set a certain value upon this provision 


beds are arranged in one large room. 
Might it not be possible to take some ten- 
tative steps in this direction, and to equip. 
some portion of the new barracks which 


‘are to be built, or some portion of the 


old barracks which are to be repaired, 
with some arrangement for cubicles ? 
Might it not also be possible to arrange 
cubicles 
should be a certain reward for good 
behaviour in the barrack room? I do 
not myself attach much value to the 
arguments urged against it. I have been 
told that it would be less possible to main- 
tain order and discipline in the barrack 
room if there were cubicles than if there 
were not. To that argument I attach no 
value whatever. I believe order and dis- 
cipline would be just as_ well maintained 
in the barrack room under the system of 
cubicles as under the open system now in 
vogue. I have been told that the sanitary 
arrangements, ventilation, etc., would 
suffer from the cubicle system. I do 
not think that that objection could hold 
water if the matter were thoroughly in- 
vestigated. Stress has been laid upon these 
points by many who have more authority 
to speak cn this subject than I have, 
and articles have been written and evi- 
dence of all sorts produced. For instance, 
I notice, in a valuable article recently in 
the Nineteenth Century, a writer of 
great authority says that the great want 
of the private soldier is some privacy, 
however restricted that may be. We can- 
not afford in these days to treat our 
soldiers as if they were different from 
their brothers outside the ranks — If there 
is the longing for a little privacy in other 
walks of life, the same holds good in the 
army as well. I should be the last person 
to advocate the introduction of cubicles if it 
could be shown that it was likely to break 
down discipline in any degree, or to inter- 
fere with the authority of the non-com- 
missioned officers. I am inclined to think, 
however, that there would be no infringe- 
ment of authority, and that there would 
be no other result than the provision of 
an increased attraction to a better class of 
men to join the Army. I would there- 
fore urge upon my hon. friend and those 
who are associated with him to give this 
matter his serious and, if possible, favour- 
able consideration. Another point that I 
desire to draw attention to is the provision 
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of rooms for the special use of the mem- 


bers of the Army Temperance Association. | 


Facts and figures in relation to this 
matter are very significant. In India, 
where our Army may, perhaps, be said 
to exist under circumstances in which 
its health and condition and discipline 
are even more vitally important 
than at home, out of 78,000 men, 
24,000, or about a third of the Indian 
Army, are members of the Army Temper- 
ance Association. We are therefore 
obliged to be practical in dealing with 
this question. We cannot afford to be 
run away with by sentiment, however 
attractive that sentiment may be. But 
what seem to be the hard facts in connec- 
tion with the work of this Association ? 
You may judge it, if you like, by courts 
martial 





*\In. SPEAKER: Order, order! I do 
not see the connection between the Army 
Works Bill and the temperance question. 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY: The 
Military Works Bill has to do with the 
provision of barracks, and my point leads 
me to the provision of Army temperance 
rooms as part of the new barracks pro- 
posed by the Bill. This temperance 
association depends for its vitality and 
usefulness on the provision of these rooms, 
and if it cannot have these rooms the 
association will languish and decay. If, 
on the other hand, we have these rooms, 
the association will flourish and be full of 
vigour. It is an advantage to the Army 
that this temperance association should 
exist. and if that is the case, is it not 
worth the while of the hon. Gentleman in 
charge of this Bill to consider the advisa- 
bility of attaching these rooms to the new 
barracks which, under this Bill, he proposes 
to erect? If these rooms produce the re- 
sult which the figures seem to show, I think 
it is obvious that the moment the money 
is to be spent on the creation of the new 
barracks is the time that that provision 
should be taken into consideration. I hope, 
also, if the hon. Gentleman wakes the same 
view as others do of the great advantages 
resulting from the Army Temperance 
Association, he will possibly see his way 
to deal with it more generously in the 
form of finance than it has been dealt 
with hitherto. The only other point to 
which I wish to draw attention is the 
need of proper hospital accommodation | 
for the garrison in London. I think it | 


Colonel Kenyon-Slancy. 
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has been brought within the personal 
knowledge of my hon. friend—at all 
events it was within his power to 
acquire the information very easily— 
that the military hospital in London js 
hardly sufficient for the needs of the 
London garrison, and it too often happens 
that cases have to be hurried‘away before 
they are really in a proper condition to 
leave the hospital. Those are the three 
points I wish to emphasise, and I hope in 
due time the hon. Gentleman will give 
them his consideration. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : It 
is from no want of sympathy that I dis- 
agree with the remarks of the hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down; but I 
rise for the specific purpose of moving an 
Amendment. I move it, not out of any 
hostility to all the Expenditure Bill, but 
because I believe there is a serious danger 
of reaction against wise, deliberate and 


_judicious expenditure of public money 


unless there is that consideration 
given to these matters which they un- 
doubtedly deserve. I do not believe that 
there can be that control over these 
matters which there should be unless 
this House insists upon full details being 
laid before it. The Amendment which I 
propose to move would have the effect of 
incorporating in the Bill the full details 
which are given in the Schedule which 
has been made out since the Bill was 
introduced, and therefore giving to 
the Schedule the effect of a legal 
enactment. The rule adopted of raising 
this money by a loan is a considerable 
improvement upon the old procedure of 
Votes of Credit under which large sums 
were received and expended without 
proper control being exercised. It has 
always been considered, since the system 
of loans was adopted, that for _per- 
manent works it is the legitimate method 
of raising money, but hitherto there 
have been two characteristics of this 
system. No one can deny but what 
there has been considerable extravagance, 
and that unnecessary outlays have been 
the result of this system of loans ; and no 
one can doubt but what these things 
have been carefully limited for some time 
by the schedules attached to the Bills. 
In 1886-7 or 1887-8 the preparedness of 
the country according to the standard then 
held was so efficient that the then First 
Lord of the Admiralty, now the Secretary 
of State for India, was able to come to 
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the House with a reduced expenditure. 
We are now enjoying a period of un- 
exampled prosperity, and there is no 
doubt the naval and military expenditure 
will not be much felt ; but in the lean 
years which must follow these fat years 
we shall see that a large expenditure has 


{6 JuLy 1899} 


|infringed in the present Bill. 


been incurred, which we shall then have | 


to pay, and there will be a violent re- 
action, which was the chief evil at the 
time that this expenditure was provided 
for by Votes of Credit. Everyone knows, 
who is conversant with naval and military 
expenditure, that in no branch has there 
been more useless expenditure than the 
outlay on buildings and barracks. — It 
must be remembered that we are at 
present in an uncertain position. The 
paper addition of men to the Army 
is 25,000, the real addition has not been 
one- fourth of that number, and without 
some radical change in the system of 
recruiting, it is doubtful whether we 
shall be able to complete the establish- 
ment at the number at which the Govern- 
ment has fixed it. Every effort has been 
made by the recruiting authorities to 
meet the excessive call that has been 
made upon it to raise troops, and the 
efforts have not been successful, and when 
you are ina difficulty of that kind, and 
are not sure of your ground, it is unwise 
to erect these great buildings and large 
camps all over the country. Then look 
abroad. The colonies, like ourselves, are 
realising their responsibility for their own 
defence, and we shall have a greater claim 
to call upon them to take their share in 
Imperial defence as time goes on; and 
that being so, why should we embark in 
this expenditure? We look forward to 
the time when the garrisons of South 
Africa will be much smaller than they 
are at present. At the present time in 
that country we have an abnormal 
number of troops. Can there be anything 
more calculated to check and_ repress 


the feeling of responsibility on the 
part of the colonies than to make | 


useless provision for large permanent 
garrisons in such acountry ! 


My objec- | 
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A com- 
plete scheme is not dealt with by the Bill, 
and it puts upon the Government a 
responsibility which they have not been 
able to consider. Therefore the Bill does 
too much in one direction, and it does 
too little inanother, and that is shown 
when you compare this schedule with the 
Act of 1862, the Fortifications Act as it 
was called. In that case the Bill would 
have been lost if the schedule had not 
been included, and if that schedule is 
looked at it will be found to be complete 


‘in every detail and that it is actually 


‘controlled is by this 


tions to the Bill are that in the first place | 


it does too much, because if the second 
part of the schedule does anything, it lays 
the responsibility upon the Goverment 
whether they like it or not. It has been 
laid down over and over again that any 
money proposals which the Government 
bring forward should be complete in every 
detail, and that principle has been directly 
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rightly put 





attached to the Bill, so that it has the 
force of an enactment. It gives details 
which the Government is not willing to 
give us. The Under Secretary divided 
the expenditure into two ree, home 
expenditure—— 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The distinction we 
have drawn is that we give details as to 
barracks, but not as to defence. 


CapTain SINCLAIR: Let us take 
home defence first. Home defence is not 
less important than the defence of our 
colonies, and I think the Government are 
drawing an _ unjustifiable distinction 
between the two. Take Wei-hai-wei in 
the Army Estimates. Every man is pro- 
vided for: the surveyors, the dredgers, 
and the Chinese soldiers of the Queen 
are given in the Estimates in a most 
minute form, and such information is 
now withheld. Such a procedure will 
have the inevitable drawback of the loss 
of control over these advances. I notice 
in Schedule A of this Bill £55,000 for 
barracks at Colchester, and in the Esti- 
mates another item of £165,000 for. the 
same purpose. Upon what principle is 
the Government acting? It cannot but 
be productive of evil. Ministers on the 
Treasury Bench apparently wish to exert 
full control and to prevent expenditure 
into the Estimates being 
transferred to loans. But the only means 
by which these things can be effectively 
House, and there 


will be a serious loss of control if the 
practice I suggest is not followed. I urge 


the Gover nment to be a little more frank 
to the House. There is another con- 
sideration. There are large sums to be 
expended by the Government under 
former loans. There is £155,000 under 
the barracks loan after allowing for the 
expenditure of this year, and I question 
whether the Government will be able to 


D 








99 Military {COMMONS} Works Bill. 100 


expend that sum in the time. I think! Amendment proposed— 
the House will agree that the informa-| «To Jeave out from the word ‘That, to the 
tion as to this expenditure ought to be end of the Question, in order to add the words 


embodied in the Bill itself, and that being ‘this House declines to proceed further with a 
3i]1 authorising the expenditure of _— 


so I heg to be allowed to move: “ Thi ne 
his HS ss alli Slow = eo “4 money upon military works unless full details 
this House declines to allow this Vote, | of the purposes for which this outlay is to be 
unless full details are given as to the ex- made are contained therein.’ (Captain Sin- 
clair.) 


penditure.” 
ie Question proposed, “That the words 
*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I proposed to be left out stand part of the 
rise to second the Amendment moved by Question.” 
the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Forfar. I really think the Under See-|  *Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): I 
think when it is remembered that this is 
the last Bill of a whole series for military 
loans it is somewhat surprising that there 
does not appear to be any very great 
attention being given to the matter by 


retary should be prepared to furnish this 
information. We are told that the 
amounts expended willbe in the Votes next 
year, but we want to consider the proposed 
expenditure before the money is spent 
and not after it has disappeared. I have | the majority of the Members of this 
not had an opportunity of going over the House. Looking at the improved con- 
barracks in England to ascertain whether ; dition of the working classes, and looking 
the same practice prevails as at Fort 
George, but I sincerely hope that the 
right hon. Gentleman will give his serious I think you will have to pay a much 
attention to the state of the barracks to higher rate to your soldiers than you are 
which I have alluded. It is very remark- paying now. ‘Therefore, you must of 
able that hon. Members have to gothrough necessity face the certainty of a very 
such a large number of documents and large increase of the soldiers’ pay, and 
accounts in order to see how much money- that means a large increase in the 
is to be spent upon any one particular annual Estimates. It is, therefore, more 
barrack. The system in regard to Scot- than ever necessary to consider this 
land is very bad indeed in this respect. question seriously, and we are bound to 
In England we have £4,250,000 expended examine and carefully scrutinise any 
on barracks and other works ; in Ireland proposals connected with military ex- 
the total is £750,000, but in Scotland it | penditure. Now, this Bill is for 
is only £65,000. Now I do not think £4,000,000, and £3,000,000 of that total 
that this is quite fair to Scotland, for we will go for barracks, and £1,000,000 for 
have to find our quota of soldiers and | what is called defence works. As the latter 
sailors, and we possess the finest Naval | question involves so many considerations 
Reserve station in the kingdom. Yet we I do not wish to say much about bar- 
cannot get from the War Office a sufficient | racks, but I do feel that, in view of what 
sum of money to provide decent accommo- | has been said about the expenditure of 
dation at Dingwall for the staff of one of | public money and the extra cost we 
our finest Highland regiments. shall have to bear for extra pay for 
'soldiers, it is my duty to call atten- 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The | tion to the barrack policy as a whole. 
hon. Member must confine his remarks to| We all agree that it is necessary to do 
the question under consideration. everything that is reasonable and possible 
for the comfort and convenience of 

Mr. WEIR: I hope the hon. Member | soldiers living in barracks both at 
will go to a division against this system of | home and abroad. The proposal in this 
conducting business at the War Office, Bill is only another step in the barrack 
which is not upon a sound principle. | policy which was commenced in 1872, 
If he does I for one will go into the|for in that year there was a loan of 
Lobby with him. We shall be beaten by | £3,500,000 for the construction of bar- 
the battalions behind the hon. Member} racks, and it took over twenty - four 
opposite, but we shall at least have the | years to carry that policy out, for the 
satisfaction of recording our protest | Auditor-General in 1896 reported that 
against this secret system of conducting the work was not completed. In 1888 
business at the War Office. 'the House, through a Parliamentary 


Captain Sinclair. 


are going to keep an efficient army at all 


to all the circumstances of the time, if you ‘ 
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Committee upstairs, called the Randolph 
Churchill Committee, had _ practical 
evidence from the Inspector-General of 
Fortifications as to barracks. On the Sth 
of June, 1888, this is what he said: 


“[ should like the House of Commons to 
know that the probability is that to place the 
whole of the barrack establishments through- 
out the Empire upon a proper footing, and to 
make everything thoroughly etticient, would 


cost between £4,100,000 and £5,000,000. That 


is my opinion.” 


That was in 1888, and there you have a 
specific statement from the Inspector- 
General of Fortifications. Since then we 
have spent £10,439,000 on barracks, or 
more than double the amount which the 
Royal Engineer, who in this matter was 
the spokesman of the War Office, said in 
1888 we should have to incur. Now the 
Bill tells us that £3,000,000 is wanted im- 
mediately, and the schedule of the resolu- 
tion tells us that £2,594,000 must follow at 
once. If we leave out the £1,600,000 which 
is to be expended for Salisbury. Plain, and 
is, therefore, a new item, which it is not 
fair to bring into this calculation, we find 
that £11,384,000 is the amount required 
to do what the Royal Engineers told us 
eleven years ago would probably cost 
between £4,000,000 and £5,000,000. 
Therefore, when the scheme contem- 
plated by the schedule of this Bill 
is complete, you will have spent on 
barracks, between 1872 and the comple- 
tion of the scheme, £16,533,000. What 
does that mean? You may take 
the equivalent of barrack expenditure at 
£100 per man, and that means that 
between 1872 and the completion of this 
scheme you will have built barracks 
representing accommodation for 165,330 
men. Hon. Members know that we have 
not done this. Looking at this barrack 
policy in connection with what I have 
said, I think that anybody who studies 
the subject must be convinced of two 
things—that the War Office has had no 
continuous policy as to the distribution of 
troops, and by constantly changing its 
policy it has created the necessity for 
erecting barracks on different sites ; and 
the other thing is that this proves clearly 
the false system of the War Office in 
putting into the hands of the Royal En- 


gineers these gigantic building works, | 


because the Royal Engineers are for 
sapping and mining, going up in balloons, 
laying telegraphs on land, and putting 
under water; therefore I 
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am not surprised that you have this 
enormous bill and so very little to 
show for it. Passing from this point 
the real novelty exhibited by the 
schedule is not the expenditure for Salis- 
bury Plain, which I think everyone will 
approve of, but the expenditure of 
£130,009 for permanent barracks at 
Wei-hai-wei. As far as this Bill 
is concerned this is all we know of 
the amount of money going to be spent 
at Wei-hai-wei. I should like to 
know, however, how much of the 
blank cheque of £1,000,000 for defence 
works is going to be spent at Wei-hai-wei, 
for we have no information on this point, 
which I think is one deserving attention. 
As a loyal supporter of the Government 
I regard the withholding of information, 
which has always been given, as to the 
general purposes to which this money is 
to be applied, as a very great mistake. 
Nobody asks for detailed information. 
The Act of 1860 gave full information ; 
the next step which extended the 
principle was that taken in 1884, 
when papers were circulated by the 


| Treasury under the head of “Garrisons 


and Coaling Stations Abroad,” which 
proposed a large expenditure on ports 
abroad, and in which was set forth 
the details, not only of the amount of 
money to be spent at each place for 
defence works, but also of the amount to 
be spent on armaments and the nature 
of those armaments. In 1888 the prece- 
dent of 1860 and 1884 was followed. 
There you had the schedule and the state- 
ment, and you had it also put explicitly 
in the memorandum of the War Minister 
that so much was for each place and so 
much was for armaments. Now the 
Government withhold from us any in- 
formation at ail. 


*\MIr. WYNDHAM: But there are no 
armaments oni this Vote. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: May I ask my hon. 
friend if 1 am to understand that the 
whole of this £1,000,000 is for defence 


works without any guns at all ? 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. 
*Sir J. COLOMB: Then this£1,000,000 


is to provide for works without any guns 
at all. That statement, I am afraid, will 
compel me to vote for the Amendment 
unless a much more explicit declaration, 


'as to where the works are to be, is 
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forthcoming. No reason has been given 
for silence as to the application of this 
loan. Only an excuse has been given, 
and my hon. friend says :— 


“There is a great deal of value to be gained 


by leaving the exact location of defence | 


shrouded in a little mystery.” 


I am bound to say that we are not asking 
for mysterious details, but I do claim to 
know where the money is to be spent, 
and how much of it is for works and how 
much for armaments. We know now 
that £1,000,000 is to be spent on works 
without any guns, and if I misunderstood 
my hon. friend it is not my fault, but 
the fault of the War Office in departing 
from all precedents in this matter. The 
next point is, what have we got to shroud 
in mystery? With our system of “ open 
doors” aud open ports how are you 
going to conceal how and where the 
money bas been spent? Every foreign 
officer will see it with his own eyes, and 
he will report to his own Government, 
and the Foreign Governments all over the 
world will know it. The only people you 
are shrouding in mystery are the 
supporters of the Government: how 
are they to defend a _ policy which 
you will not explain? I think more evil 
will come at home from shrouding public 
expenditure in mystery than anything 
you are likely to gain abroad by the 
delusion that you can conceal what you 
are doing from foreign Governments. If 
you are going to spend £1,000,000 in 
China why not say so? The people of 
this country will give you their confidence 
if you give them yours ; but if you are 
only going on the lines of 1860, 1884 and 
1888, why are you departing from the pre- 
cedents of thase Bills? Is it a faet that 
most of this £1,000,000 is going to Wei- 
hai-wei / 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In two different 
speeches I have mentioned five different 
classes of expenditure under this Bill in 
the order of their importance, and the 
hon. Member knows perfectly well that 
Wei-hai-wei is only intended as a secon- 
dary naval base. . 


*Sir J. COLOMB: Then, all I have to 
say is that there is no such term as 
“secondary naval base” in the Esti- 
mates, or anywhere else that I know of, 


which determines expenditure. When you | 


Sir J. Colomb. 
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{ talk about a secondary naval base what 
'do you mean? Is it to be a naval base to 
Hong Kong, or to ports in the United 
| Kingdom? I am compelled, in view of 
| this mystery as to where this money is. 
' going, to deal more fully with this ques- 
tion, and I will, as briefly as I possibly 
can, look at this subject from the general 
aspect of the defence of the Empire. We 
won our empire not by sitting down and 
waiting for attack, but because we pos- 
sessed two things—a free Fleet and 
a free Army, ready to apply every- 
where and anywhere when required. 
That was the principle of our british 
defence down to the year 1860. That 
policy proved completely successful in the 
Napoleonic War. Then, in 1860 in 
a public panic we were frightened by 
France and Cherbourg, and in a hurry 
we voted a Military Works loan, and great 
works were established, and the evil results 
of those works is stamped upon our policy 
to-day. In 1872, frightened by Germany 
and Paris, we enormously extended 
that policy, and in 1888 we deliberately 
further extended it, and practically 
applied it all over the world, whereas 
before we had only applied it to the United 
Kingdom. Since 1888 you have had two 
great object-lessons, which I think should 
be well borne in mind. You have had a 
war between China and Japan, and you 
have had a war between the United 
States and Spain. Both these wars show 
the folly of the principle which this House 
gave way toin1860. Boththese warssimply 
illustrate and repeat on a small scale the 
teaching of our own history, and the two 
great lessons are these--that the Power 
having mastery of the sea and a free 
army at its command, can go anywhere 
and do anything; while an inferior sea 
Power can go nowhere and do nothing, 
but has to wait for attack, no matter 
how numerous its army may be. 
Great fortresses and purely garrison 
armies for the purposes of defence 
are the vdle of the weak naval Power, and 
not of the strong. Here is policy which 
I think has put our military machinery 
out of gear. Under modern conditions of 
steam, no sea supremacy can, however, 
secure immunity from insignificant raids 
upon ports. Therefore, the superior sea 
Power cannot altogether dispense with 
moderate local defences at its naval bases ; 
hence the British policy must produce 
three things—a naval force to secure the 
mastery of the sea, a mobile army to strike, 
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hat and moderate local defences for the naval | Financial Secretary to the War Office an 
to bases and naval depdts. But the policy | answer yesterday which shows that Wei- 
ted of 1860 and its subsequent expansion | hai-wei alone is going to put £67,000 a 
of and development down to the present | year extra on the Army  Kstimates. 
“Is time, finds us in this position—on the Therefore I say that this £1,000,000 for 
es- water we have recovered, since 1889, our defence works, without any guns, whether 
ly old position, and we are quite ready, at Wei-hai-wei or anywhere else, must 
ral at a moment’s notice, to assert that sea' mean the locking up of more of your 
Ve supremacy. But on the land and at our troops in garrisons. That is what I 
nd ports we are, except in India, endeavouring | strongly object to. I desire to say one 
OS- to fulfil at enormous cost the military réle word about the selection of a naval base. 
nd of an inferior naval Power. The two things Observing that a naval base should, if pos 
bie are incompatible, and simply spell military sible, be on an island, and not on the main- 
od. waste and weakness, and we are drifting land, where you have to defend a land 
sh on with an ever-increasing military expen- | frontier ; I will now pass at once to China. 
lat diture on garrisons, and an ever-decreasing Hong Kong is not an island from a strategic 
he army available for field service. My opinion point of view, for it has become necessary 
in is that had the Admiralty to provide for to acquire a considerable amount of terri- 
by local defences of naval ports and depots, tory in the neighbourhood, and you have 
ry or to recoup the Army Estimates for the now got a land frontier there. Therefore 
sat outlay on so-called naval requirements, I that fact alone will necessitate the em- 
Its myself am absolutely certain that the ployment of a larger military force than 
cy Admiralty would at once declare the you ever had there before. That is also 
ny elaborate fortification and huge garrisons an element to be considered in the general 
ed at most of these places were quite a question with regard to Wei-hai-wei. At 
ly superfluity of military naughtiness on Wei-hai-wei you have got a frontier which 
ly the part of a Power dominant at sea. The you know nothing at all about, because 
as House, I hope, will forgive me if I occupy the First Lord of the Treasury has told 
ed their time at so great a length, but this us that the area is unknown because the 
vo matter is very serious as regards Wei-hai- land frontier has not yet been de- 
ld wei. If you take the trouble to note the limited. Put those two things together, 
a effect of the policy which was commenced in and look how your mobile army is going 
ou 1860 upon the constitution of our army to be eaten into by Hong Kong, which 
od you will find something like this: by a you must protect, and Wei-hai-wei. Only 
W gradual and unobserved process you have fourteen years ago what did you do in 
se absolutely changed the constitution of the North China? Why, you suddenly seized 
ly British Army, which in 1860 was one con-| Port Hamilton. On the sth of April, 
he stituted almost entirely for field service,and 1885, nothing was known at the Foreign 
rO now you have got a military force the larger | Office as to the proposed hoisting of 
er proportion of which is devoted to garrison the British flag at Port Hamilton. Before 
be service and garrison service only. Our that week was out the Secretary to the 
re old motto of ancient days was “ Fleet, not Admiralty wired to the admiral on the 
ba works,” and now it is ‘‘ Fleet and works,” China station : 
B» and plenty of them. The truth is that ; ; 
er the military policy of the country has BE on saseilmenmestatinaiaalia itis i 
e. really originated out of proposals of iiiitaiaale 
- the ge oe ae ree vag ae a, The Admiral on the China station 
C is to devise fortifications. Calculate | +, hack : nroteste P Dawe 
id that nearly £3,000,000 of the military — back snd proveted. iat Fakes 
h expenditure is to meet so-called naval Hamilton was by no ersten nonaictns 
v requirements, and the cost of the Place to hold, and that it would be a con- 
of personnel of the army applied to. stant source of weakness to this country, 
I, exaggerated requirements at naval bases. yet the Foreign Office continued to offer to 
ls I exciude Malta from that calculation, pay £5,000 a year for Port Hamilton in 
i; tases rae a en ae the face of repeated reports from the 
; : you compare last year’s 4 dmirals that the place was no use to us 
55 estimate with this year’s estimate, the cost “*CNUTS © a se +H 
e of these garrisons at naval bases has A Year afterwards the Lords of the 
e increased in one year hy £76,000 a year, Admiralty felt the danger of the whole 
ey and I got from my hon. friend the position. Now the grounds of the 
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Admirals’ objection are important in view 
of the acquirement of Wei-hai-wei. The 
first Admiral also said that it would be: 


{COMMONS} 


Works Bill. 108 


time, and early in the year, the Govern- 
ment sent out a Royal Engineer and other 
officers to prepare a military survey for 


“More convenient in case of operations for | the defence of a port not navally surveved. 


all necessary colliers and store ships to accom- 
pany the squadron.” 


Then we get another Admiral sent to 
China, who is ordered to investigate and 
report whether or not in time of war an 
occupation of Port Hamilton would be a 
source of strength or weakness to the 
power of our squadron, and the Admiral 
replies : 

“ Considering that military defence is a work 
of time, it cannot be expected that Port 
Hamilton can become, as Sir Cooper Key 
considered necessary, a first-class fortress for 
many years. Until it is properly fortified I 
look at its occupation as a source of weakness 
in war time.” 

He also says : 

“JT quite concur with my predecessor as to 
our true base for naval work being a steara 
flotilla, which can always be obtained here, to 
accompany the fleet with all necessary coal, 
provisions, stores, etc.” 


Then another Admiral says : 

“Tt is supposed that in war a coaling station 
in the northern part of our command is 
necessary. [am not of that opinion. Steam 
colliers properly fitted must be filled with 
Welsh coal at Hong Kong and follow our ships. 
If it is intended to make Port Hamilton a 
regular colonial possession and fortify it like 
Gibraltar and Malta there can be no naval 
objection.” 

So you see that the whole of the Admi- 
rals at that time did not regard a naval 
base in North China as necessary. What 
has happened since that time, only 
fourteen years ago! The speed of our 
ships has enormously increased, and 
the staying power of our ships has also 
been increased and, strategically speaking, 
Hong Kong is nearer now to the Gulf of 
Pechili than it was then. The broad 
lesson from that is this, that we have a 
happy-go-lucky way of dealing with great 

roblems of imperial defence. The Par- 
iecalery history of Wei-hai-wei shows 
that we have not mended our ways to any 
great extent in this respect. It is briefly 
this—that Wei-hai-wei was first heard of in 
this House in April, 1888. By questions in 
this House it transpired that there was no 
actual survey at the port of Wei-hai-wei 
until July iast year, and that it was not 
fully completed till the end of September, 
therefore the report of the naval survey 
could not be in the hands of the Admi- 
ralty much before Christmas. Now that 
fact is very important, for in the mean- 

Sir J. Colomb. 


Down to the end of last year the Govern- 
ment could not possibly have had full 
detailed information at all about Wei-hai- 
wei. I object strongly to treating these 
great problems, with only a small army to 
rely upon, in a precipitate manner. The 
only point I will venture to touch upon 
in this respect is this. It may be said— 
you forget that since Port Hamilton 
was abandoned Russia has gone to Port 
Arthur. I may be told to look at Port 
Arthur, and look at nothing else, and to 
look at Russia and nothing else. But that 
is the thing which I most object to. I say 
that you cannot look at a particular sea, 
or a particular point, and deal with it as 
an abstract question, but you must look at 
it with a full knowledge and a full review 
of the whole of your naval and military 
position all over the world. If you go to 
war with Russia you will not carry on 
your operations at Port Arthur only, 
but you will also carry them on in the 
Baltic, Central Asia, perhaps in the Per- 
sian Gulf, perhaps in the Black Sea, and 
other places. Therefore, I decline to 
look at this question from a_ limited 
point of view. What are you going to 
gain by the acquisition of Wei-hai-wei ? 
I do not think you are going to gain any- 
thing except a great outlay upon fortifi- 
cations. | shall be told that the 
Admirals say on that station that we 
ought to have Wei-hai-wei, but how was 
this question put to them? If you said 
to them, “ Would you like this place asa 
fortified port and naval base with an 
army there to defend it?” of course they 
would say “Yes.” But if you asked them, 
“Ts it so desirable a place for a naval base 
that naval money should be spent on it?” 
they would say “No.” As to the probable 
amount of the expenditure which you will 
have to incur nobody can forecast the conse- 
quences. Ifin Northern China youare pursu- 
ing this policy of acquiring one port because 
some other country takes another are you 


going to do the same thing because of 


Cuba and other places? You will say 
probably “No,” because the Americans are 
our kith and kin. I cannot forget, how- 
ever, that the bloodiest and most costly 
war of this century was a war waged on 
the Continent of America, and you can- 
not ignore the possibility of war with the 
United States. And what about Japan ? Im 
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either of these contingencies, or com- 
bination of the two, will Wei-hai- 
wei be anything but a source of danger 
and weakness to you unless you make it 
a Gibraltar? I say it will be a danger, 
and, consequently, [ ask for information. 
Iask for a clear statement and not for 
mysteries. It may seem very easy to 
criticise and to find fault, especially by one 
who has not the information possessed 
by the Government, but the alternative to 
embarking on this gigantic military ex- 
penditure is that you should exhaustively 
survey that little group of islands, the Mia- 
Tan, in the Gulf of Pechili before you em- 
bark upon this expenditure at Wei-hai-wei. 
If the Government are in earnest in con- 
idering the whole position I do not think 
they would be rushing into this permanent 
expenditure until they were quite sure that 
they could see the end of it if Russia were 
now to acquire those islands. If any foreign 
country could establish a torpedo depot 
and a torpedo flotilla at those islands 
your position might not be a very com- 
fortable one, especially if the islands were 
acquired by Russia. I desire to say dis- 
tinetly and clearly that the Government 
were perfectly right in acquiring Wei-hai- 
wei for the reason that it gave us diplo- 
matic strength at Pekin. But my point 
is not the acquirement of Wei-hai-wei, 
but that the Government ought not, 
without adequate inquiry and examina- 
tion, to rush precipitately into a perma- 
nent expenditure a few months after 
acquirement without being able to see the 
end of it. I contend that we should not 
begin these permanent works at Wei-hai- 
wei until we know more about the place. 
It will be quite sufficient to do what we 
should have done 100 years ago, 
and that is to send 100 marines there 
with a flagstaff and a flag and leave them 
there. I may be told that this is all very 
fine, but if the fleet is away the place will 
be captured. But what of that? Ifa 
Russian fleet goes in there and cap- 
tures the marines it will have to 
evacuate the place immediately or 
else be caught in a trap; therefore, I 
say send 100 marines and a flag and 
do not embark upon this great policy 
without further inquiry. The advantage 
to be gained will be this: we have got 
that port, and having got it no power can 
take it in time of peace, and therefore the 
flagstaff, the flag, and the marines are 
sufficient ; in time of war we should be 
able to use and hold it as long as we keep 
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the supremacy of the sea. I for one deeply 
regret that the Government should em- 
hark on a policy of asking this House to 
provide blindfold £1,000, 000 for creating 
defence works mainly, perhaps, at Wei-hai- 
wei. I regret it, and I feel strongly 
upon this point; and if we do not get 
some more satisfactory explanation I shall 
certainly vote for the Motion for the 
adjournment of the Debate. 


*\Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field) : Ido not wish to follow the hon. and 
gallant Member for Yarmouth into all the 
details he has gone into, but there are one or 
two points I should like to criticise. In the 
first place I do not think that Wei-hai-wei 
iseven worth the flagstaff, let alone sending 
the marines. Ever since we have acquired 
this station the different authorities have 
been attaching less and less value to it. 
At first we were told that it was a most 
valuable strategical base, and now we are 
told that it is to be a base of secondary 
importance. I hope the Government will 
consider seriously whether this money isnot 
being thrown away, as it was in the case 
of Port Hamilton. I do not wish to find 
fault with the courtesy of the Under See- 
retary of State for War in regard to the 
manner in which he has conducted this 
Debate. Iam afraid he has got a very 
weak case, and it is asample of the rotten 
policy of this Government in two ways 
This Bill is objectionable because the 
moneyis going to be voted without telling 
us what the money is going to be spent 
upon. We do not want a detailed state- 
ment which foreign countries will be able 
to interpret, and find out how many guns 
we are going to put there, but w hat we 
want to know is where these great works, 
which are to cost £1,000,000, are going to 
be put. I do not think these defences 
will be of much value, for they will be rio 
defence to our Empire at all. But, be- 
sides this, there is the very grave objec- 
tion that a good deal of this money is to 
he borrowed in a year when we have 
already borrowed an enormous sum of 
money, and it is being borrowed in a 
great measure for unnecessary purposes. 
We are not told where the defence 
works are to be. I see that 
there is to be a depot — erected 
at Caterham, but I should like to 
know why extra accommodation for the 
men is required, because the number of 
men put forward by the War Oftice only 
exists on paper. Wei-hai-wei, I am sure, 
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will be a great cost to this country, and 
will also be a source of weakness, and I 
would also ask this House to take into its 
serious consideration the desirability of 
stopping this tremendous waste of money 
upon erecting barracks in places where 
they are not wanted. This money should 
be spent increasing the strength of the 
mobile army, which can be sent out to 
any place where it is ,wanted. This 
would be really strengthening the defences 
of the nation, instead of wasting money 
employing engineers in work which they 
are not accustomed to do, building huge 
barracks at places where they are not 
wanted, and spending 
money upon defences which will be obso- 
lete in ten years. This Bill is an instance 
of the War Office wasting money which 
ought to be spent on increasing the 
efficiency of the Army and the comforts 
of the soldiers, so that we may have the 


Army up to the numbers on paper. I | 


hope the Amendment will be carried, if it 


is only to teach the Government a lesson | 


in economy. 


*COLONEL WELBY (Taunton) : I must 
say from a military point of view that I 
cannot understand the reticence of the 


War Office with regard to defensive works. | 


We all know that in such works there 
must be constructive masonry. 
War Office by waving a wand or by 
giving the word of command could at 


once set up these works there might be | 


some reason for this reticence. It seems 
to me that the only persons whom the 


reticence of the War Office will affect | 


will be the Members of this House. 
Wherever this policy is put into action, 
and where works are being constructed, it 
stands to reason that men will be collected 
there, and that fact will be known not 
only in this country, but also in every 
country in the world that wants to know. 
What is the reason for this silence ? 
Why should we not know where this 
money is to be expended? My hon. 
and gallant friend the Member for Great 
Yarmouth has drawn attention to the 
money spent at Wei-hai-wei and to the 
principle the War Office has adopted— 
a principle which requires great considera- 
tion in this House—of playing into the 
hands of the Admiralty, and taking on it- 
self expenditure which really ought to be 
borne by the Admiralty. The Admiralty 
is unquestionably the more popular 
service, and why should it not take on it- 


Mr. C. Warner. 
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| self all the money it requires. Itseemstome 
| that the War Office in taking these Naval 
| bases, whether primary or secondary, are 
| assuming responsibility which is not theirs, 
| I myself cannot see what possible military 
| advantage there is at Wei-hai-wei. If it 
|is of any advantage to the empire it is 
| solely on account of the Navy, and the 
Army is absolutely uninterested in it. If 
we were to invade China we would not 
land a great force at Wei-hai-wei. When 
we invaded China before we did not land 
troops there, and the conditions have not 
changed since. Wei-hai-wei is simply 
and solely an advantage to sailors. There 
is great complaint that the money for the 
Army is constantly increasing, and I 
believe the country does not get full value 
for it, but I most earnestly protest 
against the policy by which the War 
Office takes on itself expense which really 
ought to be borne by the Admiralty. I 
‘an see the advantage of Gibraltar and 
Malta, but I cannot see the advantage, 
from a military point of view, of Wei-hai- 
wei and many other naval bases through- 
out the world. Why should they not be 
paid for and garrisoned by the Admiralty ? 
The argument used is that the marines— 
the corps dclite—are only available, and 
that if you increase their number you 
reduce their fitness. It would be far 
better for the Admiralty to increase the 
/number of marines and garrison these 
naval bases than let the War Office face 
the difficulty. Short service soldiers put 
|away at Wei-hai-wei for a year or two 
are not half as valuable as soldiers trained 
in this country or in India. The whole 
| system of modern warfare requiresthat men 
_and officers should be thoroughly trained, 
_ and they cannot be trained in these places. 
| If we cannot meet the difficulty in any 
| other way, it would be better to return 
| to the old system of garrison battalions. 
| Why should we not have battalions 
| specially reserved for this purpose? My 
|own impression is that one of the 
| difficulties of recruiting is that men are 
put away in these out-of-the-way places. 
If, however, we have garrison batta- 
lions men would enlist for this special 
| purpose, and there would be no idea of 
deceiving them. We should also be able 
_to properly train the other battalions and 
| fit them to meet the soldiers of Con- 
‘tinental countries. I regret to say that 
| the policy of the War Office with regard 
'to the construction of barracks is very 


| 
| 
! 
| 
| 


| suanieatnetery. A very large sum of 
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money is going to be spent on new 
barracks on Salisbury Plain, and the re- 
sult will be that there will be three large 
camps—Salisbury Plain, Aldershot, and 
Shorncliffe—all south of the Thames. If 


ever the time comes—and I am one of 


those who believe it will come—when | 


Great Britain will have to be divided into 
army corps districts, you shall have three 
important camps in one district in the 
south. It would be better instead of 
spending this money on Salisbury Plain, 
which is now an exceedingly good exer- 
cise ground, that a camp should be 
formed in the northern part of England 
or in Scotland, which would form the 
central point of the northern army corps. 
Iam very much in favour of the policy of 
placing cubicles in barracks, and I would 
urge it on the War Office experimen- 
tally, and that a certain number of the 
best men in every battalion should be 
drafted into them, and of course if they 
are misused the men can be replaced. 
At the present moment the barrack rooms 
are most unhome-like. I venture to say 
that in many barrack rooms a soldier who 
ventures to kneel down morning and 
evening is likely to have words, and 
perhaps things harder than words, thrown 
at him for doing what he believes to be 
his duty. I know there will be bad 
characters in every regiment, but we 
should try and get good men, and one of 
the ways to do that is to adapt the 
accommodation in the barracks to the 
requirements of modern life. I 
had the good fortune to see some of 
the barrack rooms in Russia, where men 
are compelled to serve, but yet that 
country is far in advance of us as 
regards barrack accommodation. I saw 
the beds in each barrack room placed a 
certain distance from the wall, and the 
space between the bed and the wall was 
partitioned off and made into a little 
room where a man could sit undisturbed 
and read, write, or kneel down. Is it 
any wonder we do not get troops? It 
is the old story. The influence of 
bad characters is a far greater power in 
the barrack room than the influence of 
good men, and the result is that when a 
young man joins the Army he is exposed 
to infinite temptation. These are 
some of the difficulties in the 
way of recruiting. I would urge 
on the War Office, if they want 


an efficient and cheap Army, to throw on. 
'It seems to me there is also no reason 


the Admiralty all responsibility for these 
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naval bases, and, instead of spending 
money unnecessarily on barracks, to adopt 
the cubicle or other system which would 
make the soldier’s life more acceptable. 
By that means they would put from us 
the urgent necessity, which is coming upon 
us day by day, of compulsory service, 
and would enable us to continue to trust 
to the voluntary system alone. 


| 


Masor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I do not 
propose to vote for the Amendment of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite, and I 
think the Government have done much 
for which they should be praised. Far be 
it from me to criticise their proposals, but 
I do hope that in constructing the barracks 
they will not put the matter into the 
hands of the Royal Engineers. I think 
my hon. and gallant friend the Member 
for Great Yarmouth was perfectly right 
in saying that the Engineers, being sap- 
pers and miners, were good men in laying 
submarine mines and building wooden 
bridges, but that they left much to he 
desired as architects. A good many years 
ago the Royal Engineers put up colossal 
barracks at Aldershot at considerable 
expense, and then forgot to put in the 
staircases. Then there is the story about 
plans being prepared for barracks at Hong 
Kong and Belfast, and the result was that 
the barrack intended for Hong Kong, with 
the verandahs included, was erected in 
Belfast, where it rains five days out of six, 
and the barrack intended for Belfast was 
erected in Hong Kong. I desire to sup- 
port what the hon. Member for the 
Newport Division of Shropshire said with 
reference to the comfort and convenience 
of the private soldier. The time is past 
when men should be stuck in barracks 
the whole of their natural lives. I have 
often been told by decent fellows who 
joined the Army that the thing which 
repelled them most was the condition of 
the troop room. I do not see why the 
War Office should not take into considera- 
tion the question of supplying cubicles in 
these new barracks. I should like to say 
a word about the temperance men. A 
great many of them now join the Army, 
and about one-third of the British Army 
in India at the present moment consists 
of men who have sworn off drink. When 
a young fellow joins a battalion he has no 
choice between the recreation room and 
the canteen, and there is no reason why a 
temperance room should not be added. 
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why soldiers should not be allowed a room 
to have their meals in apart from the 
barrack room. In workhouses you don’t 
make paupers have their dinners in the 
wards, and, whatever hon. Gentlemen 
opposite may think, the British soldier 
deserves to be treated at least as well as 
a pauper. With reference to the sum put 
down for rifle ranges, I am bound to say 
that £40,000 is absolutely inadequate. 
You could not get a rifle range sufficient 
for the Army at that price even in Essex. 
It is all very well to say wait. But you 
must remember land has a tendency to go 
up in price, and if you do not purchase 
the land now you may have to pay 


more for it later. The War Office say they | 


cannot afford to buy the new magazine 
rifle, but, if that is the case, what is the 
use of running the British Army at a cost 
of £21,000,000 a year? If the barracks 
are made more comfortable and decent 
the War Office will get better men and 
save money in the end. Where are they 
going to get men otherwise? I do not 
know, and I think they do not know them- 
selves. It would be better to induce men 
to take the shilling than to have recourse 
to conscription. The authorities of the 
War Office ought to know that more flies 
are caught with honey than with vinegar. 


Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont): I notice with considerable sus- 
picion that in the schedule the item of 
£40,000 put down for rifle ranges also in- 
cludes accommodation for manceuvres and 
mobilisation. I am afraid that that will 
absorb a very large portion of this sum, 
which is already totally inadequate. It 
is especially on behalf of the Volunteer 
forces that I make these remarks. Since 
the introduction of the new rifle a large 
number of the old ranges have become 
useless. A Volunteer who is not able to 
shoot cannot be described as efticient, but 
unless he has some means of practising it 
is impossible that he can become even an 
average shot. While this large sum has 
been voted for military works I think 
the attention of my hon. friend should be 
specially directed to what I know to bea 
serious drawback to the efficiency of the 
Volunteer forces, and I would venture to 
suggest to him that if he cannot see his 
way to build new ranges for the Volun- 
teers the very least he should do would 
be to make them generous travelling 
allowances to enable them to reach the 
existing ranges. 

Major Rasch. 
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Si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


There has been a most interesting discus- 
sion for the last hour or two on questions 
relating mainly to the comfort of the 
soldier, and a desire has been expressed 
by all who have taken part in this Debate 
on this large expenditure that there should 
be full consideration for what can be done 
to increase the comfort of the soldier. [ 
can conceive no more essential object than 
that. We are apt to forget that the 
years roll on, and that we are now in a 
different position altogether from that 
which we oceupied ten or twenty years 
ago. We have a different class of men to 
deal with in the Army. The standard of 
life outside the Army has improved very 
much, to the benefit of the whole nation, 
and therefore the sort of life which 
was thought suitable for the soldier a 
very few years ago would be, if not abso- 
lutely deterrent, at all events very little 
attractive, to the class of men whom we 
wish to enlist in the army now. I refer 
to all that has been said as to the provi- 
sion of cubicles, dining-rooms, and _ so- 


forth. I understood from the Under 
Secretary in introducing this _ Bill, 
that he promised that this side 


of the question would be kept very 
closely in view. Dining-halls especially 
I think the hon. Gentleman undertook 
should be provided. One other point has 
heen referred to which has a great deal ot 
force, and that is the question of tem- 
perance rooms. There is hardly an insti- 
tution I know—and I include in the word 
“institution ” everything from the Secre- 
tary of State or a field- marshal down, 
whether it be a man, a thing, or an orga- 
nisation—no institution has done so much 
good to the army as the Army Temper- 
ance Association, and yet I understand 
that it has sometimes occurred that when 
a battalion in which there is a flourishing 
branch of that organisation, and to which 
the large proportion of the men belong 
has to move to another barrack, there is no 
place in which the meetings can be held, 
and that the whole organisation goes to 
pieces, and the battalion sinks back into 
the condition in which it originally was. 
If that is so, or even if there is any danger 
of its being partially realised, one sees 
what a tremendous claim, not on the 
generosity but on the patriotism of the 
Secretary of State for War, this society 
and the whole organisation it has estab- 
lished has. The hon. and gallant Member 


for Yarmouth gave us a long account of 
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his views on the interesting and appa- | unaware. 
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rently never-ending subject of Wei-hai- | 
agree to the Second Reading of the Bill 


wei, and I heard with sympathy all he 


sid up to a certain point. The 
hon. and = gallant Gentleman argued 
that Wei-hai-wei was useless. He 


denounced small naval bases as nothing 
but nuisances to a naval Power, and he 
pointed out the impolicy of spending 
money on 
Up to that point I was with the hon. and 
gallant Member, and thought what an 
interesting and effective speech he was 
making. But then it turned out that he 


fortifications at Wei-hai-wei. | 


Works Bill. 


Amendment is to 
we ought not to 
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The 
the effect that 
without a more definite statement in the 
Bill of the purposes to which this large 
sum of money is to be applied. Now this 
is a point on which I made a few observa- 
tions the last time the Bill was before the 
House. What we want is, to put it 
plainly and simply, that the White Paper 
—the Paper which professes to give us 


| the details of the expenditure—should be 


I 


made the schedule of the Bill. In the 


‘earlier part of the discussion my right 


had his eye upon two or three islands in | 


the Gulf of Pechili which he thought 
would be much better than Wei-hai-wei, 


and that we ought to send two or three | 
‘ ! . 
over the expenditure; and the Chan- 


marines with a flagstaff to take possession 
of them. There I part company with the 
hon and gallant Gentleman. But the 
difficulty with regard to Wei-hai-wei is 
even greater than the hon. and gallant 
Member pointed out. Speaking under 
correction, and with every possible difti- 
dence, I believe it is considered by the 


predominant naval opinion that it is un- | 


desirable to have a small naval base in 
that position for the purpose of assisting 
the operations of the Fleet. Besides that 
we must not forget that naval power is 
no longer the commanding power in the 
north of China. We have changed that. 
We have, by admitting Russia to the full 
possession of Manchuria, brought her and 
her army within striking distance of the 
capital of China, and therefore we are no 
longer the same formidable Power with 
our Fleet that we were a year or even a 
month or two ago. It alters the situation 
entirely. But Wei-hai-wei was acquired, 
as the hon. and gallant Gentleman pointed 
out, apparently for two purposes. The 
first was to give strength and confidence 
to the Chinese Government—one does 
not see how it is to be done, and certainly 
that object has not yet been accomplished 
—and the other is that it should be a 


place Purmes in which we could train and | 


drill the Chinese army for our own pur- 
poses. For any of these purposes I fail 
tosee the particular utility of Wei-hai- 


wei. I certainly regret the money 
that is being expended or that it 
is contemplated to expend upon it. 


But, Sir, the main purpose for which I 
tose was to support the Amendment now 
before the House, of the existence of 
Which probably nine-tenths of the 
Members who listen to me are totally 


hon. friend the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire argued in favour of more in- 
formation being given and a better con- 
trol afforded to the House of Commons 


cellor of the Exchequer objected that in 
the Naval Works Act the schedule was 
found to be a little too complete—that 
there were too many details and columns, 
which were confusing to the uninstructed 
and ingenuous mind. Supposing that 
that was so, I myself made a more 
modest request of the Government 
— not that they should give the 
details of what was spent last year 
and of what was going to be spent next 
year, although I should like to have that, 
but that they should at least have a 
schedule in the Bill which would explain 
to the House of Commons where and for 
what purposes this money is to be ex- 
pended. I should like not only the 
general heads of purposes all over the 
world to which it is to be devoted, but the 
particular places and the particular ser- 
vices for which it is to be used. Then we 
would be not only thoroughly informed, 
but also better able to control the policy 
involved in this measure. Sir, Iam bound 
to say it requires some control, because 
these loans come fast and _ furious 
upon the House and the country. The 
present loan proposed for military works 
comes after the Military Works Act of 
1897. Now,as I make out, at the end of 
the financial year there would still remain 
unexpended under the previous Act two 
and three-quarter millions, and yet we 
are now asked by the same Government 
which brought in the Military Works Act 
of 1897 for four millions more. I have 
often said that I am not one to refuse 
money when the responsible Government 
comes forward with the declaration that 
the money is necessary. The circum- 
stances would be very exceptional which 








119 


would induce me todoso. At the same 
time it argues something wrong, some 
‘want of purpose, or some indecision or 
confusion of mind, that we should have a 


Military 


loan of over five millions in 1897, and | 


{COMMONS} 


‘that, while at the end of this year there | 


will still be unexpended of that loan two 


and three-quarter millions, we should be | 


asked for another loan of four millions. 
Moreover, all this time, as one of my hon. 
friends pointed out, expenditure is going 
on under the Estimates for the very same 
purposes, thus creating a state of con- 
fusion which no one, I think, is capable of 
penetrating or rearranging. Take the 
case of such places as Malta or Gibraltar, 
quoted by one of my hon. friends. 
There is also the case of Col- 
chester, where large sums are to be 
expended under this loan on the building 
-of barracks, although large sums are voted 
every year for the very same purpose. 
Who knows which is loan and which is 
Estimate, and how are the very gentle- 
men who control these matters and are 
responsible for them able thoroughly to 


‘as that 


keep the whole proceeding in check when | 


these different operations are going on at 
the same time? A loan is, of course, a 
necessity on many occasions, and in most 
cases a convenience, because it enables 
continuous service to be carried on with- 
out interruption from the whims of Par- 


liament or the vicissitudes that occur in | 


the voting of money in this House. But 
a loan running concurrently with Es- 
timates for the very same purposes and 
dovetailing into them must inevitably 
lead, I will not say to maladministration, 
but certainly to lack of proper control in 
the administration. These are the con- 
siderations which, I think, should make 
us extremely careful when dealing with 
these loans. What is easier than to have 
a large Loan Act? It is pleasing to our 
feelings that we are spending four millions 
in strengthening the position of the 
country. The least the Government 
should do is to let the House know what 
is included in this expenditure, and to 
let us know it by putting it into the 
schedule of the Bill, so that we may have 
that control over it to which, as the 
guardians of the taxpayers, we are en- 
titled. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: In the early part 
of his speech the right hon. Gentleman 
referred to topics which have been ably 
handled by many hon. and gallant gentle- 
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our soldiers and our efforts to raise the 
standard of their condition. I have 
already undertaken that dining halls for 
the men will form part of the plans for 
the new barracks to be constructed on 
Salisbury Plain. The question of the 
provision of cubicles in the barracks has 
been earnestly considered by the military 
advisers of the War Office, but it is a 
question upon which two opinions exist, 
and no Government would be justified in 
making so important a change of policy 
involved in the provision of 
cubicles unless they were able to say that 
they were acting on the recommendation 
of their chief military experts of the day. 
That the Government are not able to say 
with regard to cubicles; but we do 
say that we wish we could give the 
cubicles, and we engage that the provision 
of better barrack accommodation shall not 
proceed upon lines which will preclude 
the introduction of cubicles should it be 
decided upon hereafter. Then there is 
the question of special rooms for the mem 
bers of the Army Temperance Association. 
In that case also it is not quite plain sailing. 
Hon. and gallant Members are aware that 
in every barrack, apart from the canteen, 
there is a recreation establishment, con- 
taining a games room, a concert room, 
a reading-room with books and papers, 
a coffee bar and supper room, but in 
which no alcoholic liquor is sold. Now, 
there are two schools of opinion in regard 
to recreation rooms. There are some who 
hope to inculeate habits of temperance by 
getting the men to take a moderate 
amount of alcoholic drink. They urge 
that beer should be allowed in supper 
rooms. On the other hand, it is urged 
by others that there should be attached 
to the recreation room a temperance club 
to which none but teetotalers would be 
admitted. If such a club were allowed, it 
would introduce cliqueism into the Army, 
and therefore the War Office has opposed 
it. The War Office, in fact, takes up a 
middle course between the two suggestions 
—we allow no beer in the supper room, 
and they allow no separate club. The 
sum of £40,000 does not represent all 
that is being done to provide rifle ranges. 
Under the Military Works Act of 1897, 
half a million was taken for that purpose, 
and it has not all been expended, 
Sites have been and are tobe purchased. 
The £40,000 will be devoted to providing 
ranges for the Volunteers on the principle 


men—topics which touch the comfort of i. have previously explained — that if 


Mr. Duncombe. 
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several corps join and guarantee, say, three- | 


fourths of the cost of a range, the War 
Office will find the remaining fourth. 
By this means we may perhaps be able, 
with the £40,000, to provide from 


eight to a dozen ranges. As_ to 
the policy of the form in which 
the War Department puts forward 


its proposals, £1,000,000 is claimed for a 
defence scheme without giving particu- 
lars, because the nature of the services 
for which it is required have been ex- 
plained, and the Government have given 
the House the high authority on which 
their Estimates are based. Those respon- 
sible locally in different parts of the 


world have submitted their requirements | 


to a joint Naval and Military Committee 
at home. That Committee has been 
assisted by the Colonial Defence Com- 
mittee. and has reported to the Defence 
Committee of the Cabinet. The latter 
has referred the whole question to a small 
conference of experts. The hon. and gal- 
lant Member for Yarmouth said that 
instead of concentrating our attention on 
Wei-hai-wei, we ought to look at the 
naval and military position all over the 
earth. That is precisely what these Com- 
mittees have been doing for years, and they 
have decided that at certain places, from 
naval considerations, a certain number 
of guns of a given size and earthen plat- 
forms on which they can stand are needed. 

Sir JOHN COLOMB: I was told this 
Vote was not for armaments, but only for 
works. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
guns required determines the extent of 
the earthworks on which they are to 
stand. The guns have been placed on 
the Estimates, and the works are to be 
provided for by loan. Now as to the 
point raised by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition, that we are 
building at the same place on Loan 
and on Estimates. On loan it has 
been thought right to build new barracks 
and add wings to old barracks in which 
any increase of the army isto be housed, but 
the War Department do not under a loan 
provide for annual repairs. When we 
are housing additions to the Army—and 
that is the point of departure for this 
loan—it might well be that they build 


a new barrack for a new battalion and add | 


a wing to an old barrack, and that in the 
Estimates for the year they also improve 
the water supply and drainage at the 
same station. 
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' so forth are under Estimates. 


Works Pill. I yg 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
There is an item of £30,000 to build new 
barracks at Colchester for Infantry. It is 
no question of repairs. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes; it is an un- 
fortunate case of cross - bookkeeping 
between the Army and the Navy. The 
Leader of the Opposition may take it from 
me that we do scrupulously observe the 
division I have laid down—that is to say,. 
new barracks are under Joan, repairs and 
I do not 
think I need answer in detail the rather: 
wide-flung accusations against this policy 
of defence. I cannot accept either the 
history or the statistics which have been 
given of the barrack policy of the last sixty 
years. Thehon. Member for Yarmouth told 
us that we took £3,500,000 under the Act 
of 1872. So we did, but that was for the 
sole purpose of building depéts for the 
new territorial regiments which had been 
linked together. It does not touch any 
question of finding house accommodation 
for the Army. ‘Then, when the hon. 
Member for Aberdeenshire said that we 
used to find money for barracks under 
Estimates, I have to remind the House 
that the fact is that barracks were practi- 
cally not built between the Crimea and the 
reawakening of the Government to their - 
responsibilities in the eighties. That is why 
we have had to cometo Parliament for these 
big loans. By the divisions in the circulated 
Schedule we have shown the whole policy 
of the Government. If hon. Members 
disapprove of that policy, they have the 
remedy in theirhands. If theyapprove of it, 
I think I may appeal to the House to sane- 
tion a measure which, I notice, commends 
itself even to the Leader of the Opposition. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: AlI- 
though the speech of the hon. Gentleman 
was extremely able and interesting, it has 
not dealt, in a single particular, with the 
Amendment before the House. What is 
the Amendment ? It is that this White 
Paper should be made part of the Bill ; 
and the reason is that this House should 
have control, not only over the scheme en 
bloc, Wut over every detail, over every in- 
dividual item of the scheme. When the 
hon. Gentleman first put this scheme 
before the House he declared that the 
House would have the same power of 
control that it would have if the sehedule 
-was in the Bill. I challenged him on 
that point, and [ proved to demonstration 
‘that you could not have the same control 
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-over every item of expenditure. You 
may challenge on one item, but, having 
done so, you must accept every other in 
the Bill. The hon. Gentleman has chosen 
to discuss every other point raised in the 
Debate, but says not a word on the most 
important of all. To the demand made 
that the House should have control, not 
only of the scheme as a whole, but of 
every item of it, the last word of the 
Government is “ silence.” 


*Sirn JAMES FERGUSSON (Manches- 
ter, North East): I confess to a feeling 
of great disappointment with the answer 
given by my hon. friend the Under 
Secretary for War. He has given us a 
non possumus to two or three important 
matters of barrack reform which have 


been brought to the notice of the Govern- | 


ment. My hon. friend, to whose great 
ability I wish to bear my humble testi- 
mony, has said that the military authori- 
ties are not at one in the matter of those 
reforms, which some of us think of great 
importance in regard to the character of 
the Army, especially in the matter of 
comfortable rooms, in which soldiers who 
are abstainers may meet. Well, the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army, 
who was Commander-in-Chief in India, 
within the last month has made a very 
strong statement on this point. He 
said : 

“T believe myself immensely in having 
separate accommodation for total abstainers.” 
He knew the enormous advantage that 
accrued to India from temperance. When 
| was there myself 1 found as many as 
500 in some battalions who were total 
abstainers. A third of the whole Euro- 
pean forces in India are temperance 
soldiers, but the number is smaller in 


England. The reason for the increase in 
India is that the authorities there 


encourage temperance and provide a com- 
fortable room for temperance soldiers. I 
consider we should be promoting tem- 
perance in the Army and the well-being 
of the soldiers by providing separate 
accommodation for those who are total 
abstainers. I am afraid the Under Secre- 
tary of State fur War has not expressed 
his own conviction, but has spoken for 
the War Office. We ought to encourage 
decent men to join the Army and en- 
deavour to raise the character of those 
who belong to it, for it is in this way 
that it can be made most efficient and 
satisfactory. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) ; 


I entirely agree with what has fallen from 
the lips of the right hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down, but although tem- 
perance is a most important subject in the 
Army and elsewhere, it is not precisely 
the question at present before the House, 
We have a definite and _ substantial 
Amendment moved by my hon. friend the 
Member for Forfar. The Amendment 
simply means that we want to know how 
money is to be spent before we vote it. 
Everybody must admit that the Army 
expenditure has gone up by leaps and 
bounds in the Budget, but in addition 
to that we must remember the vast 
amounts that have been borrowed during 
the last two or thre years. Ido not think 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
answered in any sort of way the obser- 
vations made by my right hon. friend the 
Leader of the Opposition. My right hon. 
friend asked why the details of the White 
Paper were not included in the Bill. I 
listened with great attention, but I could 
not gather from the hon, Gentleman’s 
speech that he made any answer. No 
details have been given as to how the 
million is going to be spent. The hon. 
Gentleman said that the Bill has been 
prepared on a philosophical and argu- 
mentative basis. When we get into the 
philosophical question that is entirely 
beyond me, but when the hon. Gentleman 
says it is argumentative I quite agree 
with him. It is most argumentative, 
and that is what led me to rise and to 
argue the matter with the hon. Gen- 
tleman. How is this money to be spent 4 
The hon. Gentleman said it was to be 
spent in all parts of the world upon earth 
platforms. Does he really suppose that 
he is going to spend one million sterling 
in different parts of the world on earth 
platforms without Foreign Governments 
being perfectly aware that expenditure is 
being made? We know perfectly well 
that Foreign Governments have spies 
everywhere. The object of one Govern- 
ment is to find out what another 
Government is doing, and you cannot 
spend one million sterling on earth 
platforms without every other Govern- 
ment knowing it. The only secret there 
is is, that we, the House of Commons, 
should not be allowed to know it. We 
give a blank cheque in a free-and-easy 
way to the hon. Gentleman, and he says, 
“Tam going to spend it on earth plat- 


_ forms in certain parts of the world.” We 
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are not asking the hon. Gentleman to 
give us the details of some particular for- 
tification ; we only want to know where 
the money is going to be spent. It could 
do no possible harm for the House of 
Commons to be told in what part of the 
world this money is to be spent. We are 
building a barracks at “ei-hai-wei, but 
why we are doing it I do not know. We 
have Chinese soldiers there, but those 
Chinese soldiers are not British subjects. 
We are going to house these Chinese sub- 
jects and give them guns to defend Wei- 
hai-wei, but against whom they are to 
defend it I have not the remotest idea. 
But when we have spent this money on 
earth platforms we shall be told that we 
must have a species of fortifications, or 
these valuable properties will be taken by 
anybody who comes along. We have 
heard a great deal about expenditure in 
the Transvaal. We know perfectly well 
that there are troops going to the Trans- 


vaal. Is any of this money to be 
spent in Natal or the Cape Colony ! 
The result of the Oldham election 


which we have just learned in this House 
shows that the Government is apparently 
not being supported by the country in 
this policy or in anything else. In the 
result of this election the House has a 
distinct reply to the Government policy ; 
they are defeated hip and thigh. I hope 
the result will supply an argument to the 
hon. Gentleman to give up this miserable 
policy of secrecy—of putting his hand 
into our pockets without telling us how 
he is going to spend the money. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
This Amendment, I think, goes a little too 
far, because it rejects the proposals the 
Government have made on their own 
responsibility. Undoubtedly it is a 
strange thing that this House should be 
asked to raise this money by loan with so 
little information with reference to it. 
With regard to the proposed expenditure 
on barracks the remedy lies entirely in 
the hands of hon. Members opposite. All 


they have to do is to move in Committee , 
that the contents of the White Paper be | 


scheduled to the Bill. As regards the 


first item, however, no details are given, | 
and the consequence will be that the , 
House will be deprived of control over | 


this expenditure. The plea of secrecy 
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is quite absurd. I appeal to the 
Government to schedule the White 
Paper to the Bill, and to give the House 
a detailed statement with regard to the 
first item. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I venture 
to suggest that one reason why we have 
not the information is because of the bad 
faith of the Government. During the 
Debate on the Estimates attention was 
called to the fact that Piershill, Edin- 
burgh, in consequence of its bad sanitary 
condition, was visited with typhoid fever, 
disease, and premature death. The 
Financial Secretary told us that £100,000 
would be granted in this Bill for carrying 
out the necessary rebuilding. So far as I 
can see, however, only £25,000 is to be 
devoted to Edinburgh under this Bill. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): The policy 
of secrecy in regard to this Bill is, I 
think, one of the most monstrous acts 
that was ever attempted by the House of 
Commons. To tell the House of Commons 
that it is essential, from motives of policy, 
to withhold information as to where this 
money is to be spent is to turn the House 
of Commons into ridicule, and all other 
proceedings in connection with this Bill 
intoa farce. No Government, not even the 
Government of Russia, could conceal from 
the general public such information. Let 
us compare for a moment the conduct of 
the Government in reference to these 
alleged earthworks and their conduct in 
reference to the new warships which are 
being built. In the Naval Estimates of 
the year the House is informed not only 
of the names of the ships, but is put in 
possession of every possible detail with 
regard to them. But while this is done 
with reference to the new warships, where 
secrecy might be attempted, and, to a 
great extent, successfully carried out, 
what can we say of the Government which 
deliberately asks for a million of money 
_without giving any information beyond 
the fact that a million is to be spent on 
jalleged earthworks? I suspect that a 
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portion of this money is intended for, mit as a point of order that the Question 
other purposes altogether, and that the | was put after twelve o'clock. 


Government desire 


money to draw upon for operations in the | 
| g07 y, ra In "Pa 
Transvaal or other parts of the world as | a8 possible at twelve o'clock 


they may think necessary —— Standing order the closure 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


that the Question be now put. 


Mr. SPEAKER: 
the Question be now put. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal S.) 
(sitting and, with his hat on) : 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Jose ow FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. (Man.) 
Balfour, Kt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM H (Bristol) 

Sethell, ¢ a 
Bigwood, . James 

Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, H. Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Char herlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane. Hon. Thos. H. A.E. | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
( ‘olston, C. E. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, F. Stanley W. 
Cox, Irwin Edward B. 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, ( reorge 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 


The Question is that 


to have a sum of | 


Mr. 


SPEAKER: I 


rose as nearly 
3y the 


may be moved 


at the interruption of business, and the 


now put.” 


I beg tosub- 64, 


AYES. 


Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward | 
Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ(Mance’r | 
F ield, Admir: al (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Colonel A ge nse ening 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, Ww iNiam Johnson 
Gartit, ey 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Godson,Sir AugustusFreder ick | 
Goldsworthy, “Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J. (St Geo’s | 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Green, W. D, (W ednesbury) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W.Raymond-(( ‘ambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord aad 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. 
Hanson. Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill SirE udw ard Stock (Bristol) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howell, William Tudor 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kemp, George 

Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Lawrence,Sir E. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
pave Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 


The House divided :—Ayes, 159 ; 
(Division List, No, 225.) 


I beg to move interruption of business takes place when 
I rise and say “ Order, order ! ” 


uestion put, “That the Question be 
Pp 


Noes 


gre Sennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttleton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 


| Macdona, John Cumming 

| MacIver, David (L iverpool) 

| Maclure, Sir John William 

| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
| M‘Killop, 


James 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Milton, Viscount 

| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, poner. A.(Deptford 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
| Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herb. Pike( Darlington) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robinson, Brooke 

a Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Jaines 

Russeli,G ren. F.S.(Cheltenham 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
tyder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 

' Simeon, Sir Barrington 
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Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes) 
Stirling, Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannnerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark,Dr.G. B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Clough, Walter Owen 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davitt, Michael 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Question put accordingly, “ That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 64. 


of the Question.” 


Anson, Sir Wim. Reynell 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.G W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barton, Dunbar Plunkett 
Jathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Brist’l) 
Sethell, Commander 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
soastield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

srodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 


Carlile, William Walter 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 


Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
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Valentia, Viscount 

Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


NOES. 


Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Holland, W. H. (York, W R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carmarvons. ) 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, SirWilfrid(Cumb Td) 
Logan, John William 
Macaleese, Daniel 

MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maddison, Fred 

Mellor, Rt. Hon.J.W.(Yorks. ) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. 
Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Drybargh 


AYES 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, F. Stanley W. 
Cox, [Irwin Edward b. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Curzon, Viscount 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Disraeli, C. Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 


Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man’r 
Field, Admiral (East1 ou ne) 
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Wyndham, George 

Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Accy 

Young, Commander (Be>ks,E. 

TELLERS FOR THE AYE*S—NSir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Richardson, J. (Durham, 8. E. 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt John (Forfarsh. ) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, David Alfd.(Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, T. Cou-ctenay T. 
Wedderburn, Sir John 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 159 ; Noes, 
(Division List, No. 226.) 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGeralu,SirRobert Penrose 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J. (St.Geo’s 
Goschen, George J. (sussex) 
Greene, Walford D.(Wednesb. ) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Carabs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 


Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, SirEdwardStock( Bristol) 


+ 
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Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 
Howell, William Tudor 


Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kemp, George 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 


Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderrry) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leizh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerala Walter Erskine 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon Alfred 


Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maelver, David (Liverjoo!) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpoo!}) 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 


Rarlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 
Buehanan, Thotias 
Buins, John 


Ryburn 


Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G.B (Caithness-sh. ) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Davitt, Michael 
Dewar, Arthur 
Dillon, John 

Doovan, Fr. iL. 

Dunn, Sir William 


Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR claimed, “That 
the main Question be now put. 





{COMMONS} 


M‘Killop, James 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. John 
Milton, Viscount 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Roert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F.(Monm’thshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H.A. Deptford 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Parkes, Ehenezer 

Pease, Herbert P.( Darlington) 
Phillpotts, Cap ain Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rent ul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep1) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir Matt. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 


Round, James 


NOES. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Hedderwick, Thos. Charles H. 
Holland, W. H. (York, W. BR.) 


Horniman, Frederick John 


T 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Lahouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Logan, John Williain 


Meenleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, J. Gordon Swift 
Maddison, Fred. 

Mellor, Rt. Hon.J.W.(Yorks. ) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 


Oldroyd, Mark 
Paulton, James Mellor 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Price, Robert John 
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tussell, Gen. F.S.(Chelten’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Stavley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxweil, Sir Jobn M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Welby, Lieut-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce ©. Vernon 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Provand,Andrew Dryburgh 


Richardson, J. (Durham,s. E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tee- 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
Sinclair,Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath 


Thomas, David A, (Merthy1 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warrer, Thomas Courtnay T 
Wedderbain, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams. John C. (Notts.) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


the Bill be now read a second time.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 159 ; Noes, 
Main Question put accordingly, “That 53. 


(Division List, No. 227.) 
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Ansor 
Arrol, 
Atkin 


sagot 
Balfon 
Jalfor 
3anhi 
Barto 
Bathu 
Beach 
Bethe 
Bill, ¢ 
Blune 
Bonso 
Bose a 
Boust 
Brass 
Brodr 
Brook 
Bulla 


Carlil 
Cecil, 
Chalo 
Cham 
Cham 
Chap! 
Charr 
Chels¢ 
Clare, 
Cochr 
Coghi 
Collin 
Colon 
Colste 
Corbe 
Corn 
Cox, | 
Crant 
Curzo 


Dalke 
Davie 
Denn) 
Dicks 
Disrar 
Dorin 
Doug 
Doug] 
Doug] 
Dunec 


Felloy 
Fergu 
Field, 
Finch, 
Finlay 
Fisher 
FitzGe 
Fleteh 


Barloy 
Bayley 
Beaun 
Billsor 
Burns, 
Caldw 
Cawle 
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Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
salfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 


Jalfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds } 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Reach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 


Carlile, William Walter 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanleyW. 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bb. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Curzon, Viscount 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, Sir H D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 


Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. Bb. 
3illson, Alfred 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cawley. Frederick 


{6 JuLy 1899} 
AYES. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnGJ(St. George’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs 
Gretton, John 
Gull, Sir Cameron 


Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill. SirEdwardStock (Bristol) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston. R. P. 

Howell, William Tudor 


Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kemp, George 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Co]. William 


Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir Thomas( Londonderry) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Milbank, S. P. Charles John 
Milton, Viscount 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, Hon. F.(Monm’thsh. ) 


NOES. 


Channing,Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G. B. (Caithness-sh.) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davitt, Michael 

Dewar, Arthur 

Doogan, P. C. 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


(Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Kentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep'l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round James 

Russell, Gen. F.S. (Cl’]t’nh’m 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidevotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Strutt, Hon, Charles Hedley 


Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wim. E. Murray 


Valentia, Viscount 


Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-un.-L. ) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 


Young, Commander (Berks, E. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES, 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Sam. ‘T. (Glamorgan) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Kt. Hon. C. Seale 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
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Hedderwick, Thos. Charles H. 
Holland, Wm. H. (York, W.R. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Logan, John William 
Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maddison, Fred. 

Morgan,J Lloyd(Carmarthen) 


Adjournment of 


Bill read a second time, and committed 


for Monday next. 


METROPOLIS MANAGEMENT 


{COMMONS} 


Oldroyd, Mark 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. (Northumberland) 
Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8. E..) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 


BATHS 


AND 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
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Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas ( ‘ourtenay T, 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts, 
Wilson,Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Dillon and = Mr. 
Buchanan. 


WASHHOUSES ACTS 


Considered in Committee, and reported; 


ACTS 


AMENDMENT (BYE-LAWS) BILL [Lords]. day next. 


Considered in Committee, and reported, 


with Amendments ; 


as amended, to he 


considered upon Monday next. 


as amended, to be considered upon Mon- 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes 


before One of the clock. 
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Friday, 7th July 1899. 


SOUDAN CAMPAIGN, 1896-7-8. 
VOTE OF THANKS TO THE FORCES, 
The  Lorp CHANCELLOR ac- 
quainted the House that he had received 


a letter from Major-General Lord 
Kitchener of Khartoum, in return to the 


‘thanks of this House and to the Reso- 


lutions of the 8th of June last, communi- 
cated to him in obedience to an Order of 
this House of the said 8th of June. 


The said letter was read, as follows : 


17, Belgrave Square, July 3, 1899. 
My Lord,—I have the honour to acknow- 
ledge the receipt of your letter of the 9th June, 
forwarding to me the Resolution of the House 


of Lords expressing their Lordships’ thanks to | 


the troops recently engaged in the Soudan, 
under my command, and desiring that I should 
communicate the same to the officers and men 
so employed. 

In assuring your Lordship that I shall not 
fail to carry out the wishes of the House of 
Lords, I beg to express my deep gratitude for 
the honour that has been thus paid to the 
officers, non-commissioned ofticers, and men of 
the force, as well as to myself, 

[am, my Lord, 
Your very obedient Servant, 
KITCHENER OF KHARTOUM, 
Major-General. 


The letter was ordered to be entered 


on the Journals. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with : 
NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE TRAMWAYS 

AND IMPROVEMENT. 

And also the Certificate that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have been complied with : 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1). 

The same were ordered to lie on the 

Table. 
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Private Bill Business. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILI}> 4 
A witness ordered to attend the SX 


| Committee. 


DARWEN CORPORATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn ; the Orders made on the 
23rd of June and on Tuesday last dis- 
charged ; and Bill committed. 


GOOLE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 
Report from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments. 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments. 


LOWESTOFT PROMENADE PIER BILL. 
The Queen’s consent signified ; and 
Bill reported, with Amendments 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEESinformed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION (GENE- 
RAL POWERS) BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn; the Orders macdle on 
the 8th of June and on Tuesday last dis- 
charged ; and Bill committed. 


REDDITCH BILL. 


Comittee to meet on Tuesday next. 


GAS 


MILLWALL DOCK BILL. 


Committed. 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION BILL. 

Read 2¢ (according to Order), and com- 
mitted. 

BRADFORD TRAMWAYS AND _ IM- 

PROVEMENT BILL. 

Read 2¢ (according to Order), and com- 
mitted ; the Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection. 

ROCHDALE CANAL BILL [Lorils}. 

LONDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN 

RAILWAY BILL [Lordsj. 

Read 3%, and passed, and sent to tre 

Commons. 


F 
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WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE WATER 
BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendment, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


MILTON CREEK CONSERVANCY BILL. 
Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 9) BILL [Lords]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to. 
CENTRAL ELECTRIC SUPPLY BILL. 
SHIREBROOK AND DISTRICT GAS 
BILL. 
SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE STIPEN- 
DIARY JUSTICE BILL. 
WEST MIDDLESEX WATER BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 
CHURCH STRETTON WATER BILL 
{ Lords]. 
ST. NEOT’S WATER BILL fLords]}. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments ; the said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to. 
LIVERPOOL OVERHEAD RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. 


ST. JAMENS AND PALL MALL 
ELECTRIC LIGHT BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to, with an Amend- 
ment ; the said Amendment considered, 
and agreed to. 
DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 
Message from the Commons giving 
leave to Thomas Wallace Russell, Esq. (a 
Member), to attend the Select Committee 
(pursuant to message of yesterday). 
LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY (ADDITIONAL POWERS) BILL. 
LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY (ADDITIONAL POWERS) BILL. 
BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY BILL. 

PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
DERWENT VALLEY WATER BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selee- 
tion, That the Lord Monk Bretton be 


{LORDS} 
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proposed to the House as a Member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills in 
the place of the Lord Wandsworth ; read, 
and agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL, 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


BRADFORD TRAMWAYS AND _IM- 
PROVEMENT BILL. 


LEEDS CORPORATION BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro- 


posed to the House to form the Select. 


Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills; (viz.): E. Malmesbury, E 
Craven, E. Egerton (Chairman), L. Bagot, 
L. Wandsworth. Agreed to; and the 
said Lords appointed accordingly. The 
Committee to meet on Tuesday next, at 
Eleven of the o’clock, and all petitions 
referred to the Committee, with leave to. 
the petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bills to be heard as. 
desired, as also counsel for the Bills. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 
FISHERIES (SCGTLAND). 

Seventeenth Annual Report of the 
Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the 
vear 1898; Part LL. 

ORDNANCE SURVEY. 

Report of the progress of the Ordnance 

Survey to the 31st March 1899. 
SHIPPING CASUALTIES. 
Abstract of the Returns made to the 


Board of Trade of shipping casualties. 


which occurred on or near the coasts, or 
in rivers and harbours, of the United 
Kingdom, from lst July 1897 to 30th 
June 1898; and _ shipping casualties 
which occurred to British vessels else- 
where than on or near the coasts, or in 
rivers and harbours, of the United King- 
dom, and to foreign vessels on or near 
the coasts, or in rivers or harbours, of 
British Possessions abroad, reported 
during the same period ; with charts and 
appendices. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (WAR OFFICE). 


Sixth Schedule, containing a list and 
particulars of classes of documents exist- 
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ing, or in ordinary course about to exist, 
in the office of Her Majesty’s Principal 
Secretary of State for the War Depart- 
ment, which are not considered of suffi- 
cient public value to justify their preser- 
vation in the Public Record Office. 

COM- 


INDIA (INDIAN CURRENCY 


MITTEE, 1898). 
Report of the Committee appointed to 
inquire into the Indian Currency, 1898. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury Minute, dated 26th June, 
1899, declaring that for the due and 
efficient performance of the duties of 
second assistant to the Chief Crown 
Solicitor in Ireland, professional or other 
peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be 
acquired in the Civil Service are requisite. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 

and ordered to lie on the Table. 


QUESTION, 
THE FINANCE ACT, 1894. 

THe Eart or IDDESLEIGH: My 
Lords, I beg to ask Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment whether it is the fact that the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue have 
continually before them many questions 
relating to the Finance Act of 1894, to 
which they find it almost impossible to 
give confident answers ; and whether the 
Committee which is to be appointed in 
the autumn to consider questions con- 
cerning the modes of aggregation will be 
limited to that one subject, or whether it 
will be at liberty to make recommenda- 
tions on other matters of minor import- 
ance about which doubts may exist, or 
which may involve possible hardships to 
individuals, if such recommendations 
can be made without infringing 


In putting this question, I am very 
anxious to avoid any possible misunder- 
standing, and also to explain that my 
question is not intended to reflect, in the 
slightest degree, either upon the Finance 


Act of 1994 or upon the Commissioners | 


of Inland Revenue who are concerned in 
its administration. I am merely throwing 
out a suggestion which, in my opinion, 


seems worthy of consideration. The. 
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{Committee which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has announced his intention of 
appointing in the autumn to consider 
questions concerning the modes of aggre- 
gation must, of necessity, be a strong one, 
and it appears to me that the extra duty 
which I suggest could be well undertaken 
by that Committee. Although we may not 
be able to altogether extinguish difficult 
points of law in these matters, it is desir- 
able to extinguish them as far as possible, 
and I think the strong Committee which 
it is proposed to appoint might further 
the process of simplification, and make a 
number of recommendations which would 
meet with general approval. I would 
therefore ask the question standing in my 
name. 


THE Eart oF BRADFORD: Before 
the noble Viscount answers the question 
of the noble Earl, I should like to put 
another question, of which I have given 
him private notice. It is, Whether, in the 
event of the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue sending a valuer of their own 
to value property for Estate Duty pur- 
poses, they are entitled to withhold from 
the person from whom duty is claimed in- 
formation with respect to the figures of 
such valuation, and, if so, whether he 
considers it fair and equitable that they 
should do so ? 


*THE LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount 
Cross): My Lords, in answer to the 
noble Earl (the Earl of Iddesleigh), I have 
to say, on behalf of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, that he thinks the noble Earl 
greatly exaggerates the number of ques- 
tions which have arisen under the Finance 
Act of 1894. Perhaps, my Lords, I had 
better read to you the answer of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to this ques- 
tion. He says :— 


“There were, at first, considerable diffi- 


| culties in the interpretation of the Finance. 
Act of 1894, involving a good deal of friction 


in administration, and, consequently, a good 


upon the main principles of the Act. | deal of dissatisfaction with the Estate Duty ; 


but the difficulties are gradually disappearing, 


|and I cannot admit that there exists, at 
| present, sufficient ground for such a general 
| inquiry as is suggested by Lord Iddesleigh. 


There have been a large number of questions. 
arising under the Finance Act, 1894, and the 
amending Acts of 1896 and 1898, to which, as 
Lord Iddesleigh says, no very confident 
answers could be supplied by the Inland 


' Revenue; but some of these questions have 


been decided ; others are ripe for a judicial 
decision, and it is hoped that a decision will 
soon be obtained. But, even if I admitted, 


F 2 
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which 1 do not, a case for a general inquiry, 


I could not consent to such inquiry being | 


carried out in the manner suggested by Lord 
Iddesleigh. He asks me to extend the 
reference to the committee which is to be 
appointed in the autumn so as to include 
‘other matters of minor importance about 
which doubts may exist, or which may involve 
pessible hardships to individuals.’ [ cannot 


consent to this for two principal reasons :— | 


(1) [am anxious that the question of aggre- 
gation—by which I mean not the principle 
of aggregation, which is a vital principle of 
the estate duty, but the precise extent to 
which, and the manner in which, that principle 
shall be applied—with which the committee 
is to be specially appointed to deal, should be 
fully discussed, and that a decision should be 
arrived at as soon as possible. It is obvious 
that ‘matters of minor importance’ is an 
elastic phrase, which could be stretched to 
affect nearly every section of the Finance Act, 
1894, and the amending Acts of 1896 and 1898, 
and it is clear that to extend the inquiry as 
Lord Iddesleigh suggests would result either 
in preventing the committee from concen- 
trating their attention on the aggregation 
question, or would delay their decision on it, 
or both. 
generalinquiry suchas Lord Iddesleigh suggests 
couid be properly entrusted to, or adequately 


dealt with by, a committee such as that which | 


is to be appointed to deal with the aggregation 
question. While, however, I cannot agree 
that any other of the vexed questions con- 
nected with the estate duty should be referred 
to the particular committee to be appointed in 
the autumn, I do not wish to return an abso- 
lutely non possumus answer to the request for 
some inquiry into other minor questions. If 
the result of the Departmental Committee on 
the method of applying the principle of aggre- 
gation should be to arrive at a malty yractical 
and helpful conclusion on that saben, it 
would be an encouragement to attempt to 
deal with other points in the same way. But 
it must be remembered, first, that the idea of 
this committee originated from the fact that 
all parties, whether in favour of or opposed to 
the principles of the Finance Act, 1894, agreed 
(in debating the matter in the House of 
Commons this Session) that the law as con- 
tained in the proviso to Section 4 of the 
Finance Act, 1894, was not in a satisfactory 
condition; but the task of amending it was 
found to present very exceptional difficulties ; 
and, secondly, that it must be clearly under- 
stood that I could not consent to any such in- 
quiry into any of the main principles of the 
Act of 1894.” 


With regard to the other question, 
namely, whether, in the event of the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue send- 
ing a valuer of their own to value property 
for estate purposes, they are entitled to 
withhold from the person from whom 
duty is claimed information with respect 
to the figures of such valuation, if the 
noble Lord will be good enough to put it 
down on the Paper I will make inqniries, | 


{LORDS} 


(2) I am very doubtful whether a | 


does not alter the case. 
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MILITIA BALLOT BILL [Lords]. 

| *THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 
| WAR (The MArqQuEss of LANSDOWNE) : 
| My Lords, I rise to call attention to the 
Law relating to the ballot for the Militia, 
and to present a Bill. The House will 
remember that we have had more than 
one discussion upon the subject. When 
the question was last raised, I promised 
the noble Earl, whom I see on the Cross 
Benches (the Earl of Wemyss), that we 
would, during the recess, examine and 
revise the machinery of the Ballot Acts, 
with the object of having ready to our 
hand the means of putting the ballot into 
operation should we ever be driven to 
resort to it. I guarded myself, at the 
same time, from undertaking that we 
should this year, or at any particular 
moment, endeavour to pass into law a 
Bill for the introduction of the ballot. 
Since this pledge was given we have ex- 
amined the existing law, as well as the 
Bill submitted to the House last year by 
the noble Earl, which was, in fact, a re- 
production of the clauses and schedules 
which had been included in the original 
draft of Lord Cardwell’s Army Bill of 
1871, but which were dropped in the 
House of Commons. I am now prepared 
to lay before the House a Bill dealing with 
the subject, not, as I have explained, with 
any idea that such a Bill can be passed 
into law immediately or in the near 
future, but because I concur with the 
noble Earl in thinking that it is desirable 
that we should realise how we stand in 
regard to compulsion, and what sort of 
case can be made out for resorting to it, 
and, if it were to be resorted to, in what 
shape it could be most conveniently 
applied, and with what probable results. It 
can, at any rate, do no harm to remind the 
people of this country of their existing 
obligation to provide, if necessary, by 
means of some form of compulsory ser- 
vice, a sufficient force for the defence of 
the United Kingdom. We should never 
allow ourselves to forget that our 
military system, so far as the home 
defence is concerned, contemplates com- 
pulsory service as a last resort. The 
country is giving the opportunity of pro- 
viding such a force by voluntary means, 
_and, if it is not provided, the law is there 
to compel us todo so. The fact that the 
operation of that law is suspended, and 
has been suspended for many years past, 
The obligation 
is there, and we have only to omit a few 
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words from the Expiring Laws Con- 
tinuance Act, or to pass an order in 
Council suspending the operation of the 
“Suspension Act,” in order to arm the 
Government of the day with power to 
set the machinery of the Ballot Act in 
motion. The question which [ think will 
occur to most of us is this: How near 
are we toa condition of things in which 
Ministers would be justified in taking 
so grave a step? Upon this point there 
exists, I suspect, a considerable diver- 
gence between the noble Earl and my- 
self. I do not mind confessing that I am 
inclined to hesitate for a very long time on 
the brink of the stream into which, with 
characteristic courage, he would like to 
take a plunge at once. The difference 
between his attitude and mine is easy 
to explain. Judging from what he has 
said upon this subject, and from what 
he has written, he evidently regards the 
ballot for the Militia as the panacea for 
all the ills from which the military body 
is, in his opinion, suffering. I, on the 
other hand, am persuaded that for many 
of these ailments the ballot would be 
powerless to provide a cure. The noble 


Earl is fond of dwelling, not only upon | 


the fact that the Militia is, and has been 
for many years, considerably below its 
establishment, but upon our difficulties in 
keeping our Line battalions full, and upon 
the youth of our recruits and the number 
of men below the standard whom we are 
compelled to enlist. His view is, in 
effect, that if we will but adopt his 
remedy, all these difficulties will vanish 
into thin air. [am afraid, however, that 
I cannot accept the noble Earl’s diagnosis. 


Now, before I go further, let me say a few | 


words as to the present position of the 
Line. It is quite true that the recruiting 
returns of the last few months have been 
comparatively disappointing. We have 
set ourselves a very hard task to perform ; 
we have at this moment not only to find 
every year the recruits whom we should 
require to maintain the Army at its 
former strength, but the much larger 
number which we require in order to 
bring it up to the higher establishment 
which Parliament has sanctioned. In 
order to do this, we are attempting to 
add 25,000 men to the Army, and we are 


endeavouring to do this at a time when | 


the activity of the labour market is such 
that every employer of labour, be he 
engaged in agriculture or manufacture, or 
jn any other industrial capacity, finds the 
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utmost difficulty in obtaining the men he 
wants. It must, moreover, not be forgotten 
that the employers of civil labour are 
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able to adjust the inducements which 


they offer to the exigencies of the moment. 
We, on the other hand, are unable to 
adjust our terms, from one month to 
another, to the varying conditions of the 
labour market, and we are, therefore, 
liable to find our inducements, though 
sufficient at one moment, become insutti- 
cient at another, to attract to the service 
the men whom we want. It may be as 
well that I should state to the House 
exactly how we are situated with regard 
to recruiting for the regular Army. We 
are endeavouring, as I have said, to 
increase the Army by 25,000 men, and of 
these we had, by the beginning of the 
year, succeeded in obtaining 12,000; 
5,000 of these, it is true, were obtained 
from the Army Reserve, but the Army 
Reserve, I am glad to say, at this moment, 
includes considerably more than the 
80,000 which has always been considered 
the full normal strength. Upon the whole, 
then, the progress which we had made by 
the beginning of the year was by ro 
means unsatisfactory. During the last 
few months, however, the supply of 
recruits has flagged considerably. The 
number of recruits whom we have been 
taking has indeed been well up to the 
level of former years, and sufficient to 
keep the Army up to its old establish- 
ment, but at this moment we are making 
little or no progress in bringing about 
that augmentation of the strength of the 
Army which we had hoped to effect 
within three years from the time when it 
was sanctioned by Parliament. While, 
however, I insist upon the fact that the 
present state of things is not so bad as it 
is sometimes said to be, I frankly admit 
that I regard it with some misgiving, and 
I am convinced that we cannot afford to 
relax the efforts we have made and are 
making to render the service as attractive 


'as possible to the class from which we 


draw our recruits. The question, however, 
which we have to consider is whether the 
introduction of the ballot for the Militia 
would be likely to help us. I will not say 


that it would not help us at all, but I 


| doubt extremely whether it would help us 


much. The Militia gives to the Line 
every year some 14,000 recruits. If the 
Militia were stronger—if it were to 
number, say, 200,000 men instead of 
100,000 men, it might possibly give us 
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more, but I doubt extremely whether it 
would be worth our while to maintain 
100 additional battalions of Militia merely 
upon the chance that they would yield a 


{LORDS} 


‘gether out of the question. 
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Apart, 
however, from the objections to 
introducing compulsory service for the 
sake of so small an accession of strength 


proportionate number of recruits for the | to the Army, there is this further difficulty 


Line. Then, again, it might be contended 
that we should rely to a greater extent 
than at present upon the Militia, and to a 
less degree upon the Line, for the protec- 
tion of these islands. That sounds a very 
simple proposition, but it requires a good 
deal of scrutiny. A wholesale substitution 
of Militia for Line battalions would be a 
serious matter, and even if such a sub- 
stitution was unobjectionable npon other 
grounds, it would have one very incon- 
venient result, to which I must call atten- 
tion. It would follow from such a 
substitution that we should have fewer 
Line battalions at home, and a certain 
number of our battalions abroad would 
consequently find themselves deprived of 
the units upon which they at present rely 
for their drafts and reliefs. That would 
be a very serious thing. Our present 
military system is based upon the 
linking of our Line battalions at 
home and abroad. If we wipe off the 
slate a certain number of the battalions 
now at home, or which would, under 
ordinary conditions, be at home, we 
should be obliged to substitute for them 
some other agency for keeping up, and 
from time to time relieving, the battalions 
abroad. We have no such agency at 
present, and it would have to be called 
into existence. I will not labour this 
point, but I will say this, that the idea of 
getting rid of a portion of the Army of 
the Line, and substituting for it Militia 
battalions, would lead to a complete re- 
casting of our present military system, 
and to the abandonment of principles 
upon which we have been acting for many 
years past. It comes, then, to this, that 
a resort to the ballot would he likely to 
help us mainly for the much more limited 
purpose of keeping the Militia itself full. 
Now, the Militia has been constantly 
below its establishment for many years 
past. That deficit has varied from 10,000 
to 30,009 men during the last twenty 
years. It stands at present at about 
20,000. I am sorry that it should be so. 
We are ‘sparing no pains to render the 
force more attractive, and I trust we shall 
succeed ; but, I will say at once, to resort 
to compulsion for the sake of adding 
20,000 or 30,000 men to the strength of 
the Militia would, to my mind, be alto- 
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to be considered. It has never, up to the 
present time, been found possible to dis- 
tribute the establishment of the Militia 
among the different parts of the United 
Kingdom strictly in accordance with the 
distribution of the population. In other 
words, it has not been distributed under 
our voluntary system as it would be dis- 
tributed if we had to enforce the ballot. 
We have been content with the distri- 
bution imposed upon us by local con- 
ditions—a _ distribution which diverges 
widely from that which would result 
from an apportionment based _ strictly 
upon population. Resort to the ballot 
and to quotas arrived at by a proportionate 
distribution would, therefore, give us a 
number of men whom we should not be 
able to include in our existing cadres, 
unless we were prepared to set aside 
altogether an obligation, which I believe 
to be a legal obligation, and which, whether 
it is a legal obligation or not, we should 
always recognise as binding upon us—the 
obligation, I mean, to employ men raised 
in the county in the territorial regiment 
with which the county is connected. | 
should certainly not be prepared to recom- 
mend that a recruit raised by compulsion, 
let us say, in the County of Lancashire, 
should be required to serve in the Cornwall 
Regiment. If, therefore, we were to 
demand from Lancashire the number of 
additional men for which the county was 
strictly liable, it might happen that there 
would be no room for them in the county 
regiments. On the other hand, a similar 
demand for the quota for which it was 
strictly liable might in another county 
not give us enough men to bring the 
county regiment up to its full strength, 
so that we might find ourselves, on the 
one hand, with a battalion still falling 
short by 200 or 300 of its proper strength, 
and, on the other hand, with a number of 
surplus men outside of any existing 
cadres and for whom a brand-new or- 
ganisation would have to be provided. I 
have no doubt the noble Earl will say 
that if we give him the ballot he would 
like to have, not 20,000, but 100,000 or 
200,000 more men than we have’ at 
present, and that there will be no 
difficulty in finding cadres in which to 
put them. Well, I find that every 
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Militiaman costs this country £15 a year, 
so that 100,000 additional Militiamen 
would mean an annual addition to our 
Estimates of £1,500,000. That is a very 
large sum of money—a sum the expen- 
diture of which would enable us_ to 
improve very greatly the terms which we 
now offer to the Line. It doos not there- 
fore follow that the transaction would 
be entirely advantageous, and we should 
have to examine it in all its bear- 
ings very carefully before we accepted it. 
It seems to me, therefore, that no suffi- 
cient 
either as a means of keeping the Line 
full, or as a means of making good the 
present difference between the strength 
and the establishment of the Militia, or, 
so long as there is a reasonable prospect 
of keeping our Line battalions full, for the 
purpose of adding a large number of men 
to the approved strength of the Militia. 


It does not, however, follow that because | 


this is so we should dismiss from our 
minds the possibility of our having under 
wholly different circumstances to fall back 
upon compulsion. There are, it seems to 
me, two contingencies in which a resort 
to the ballot might be desirable. There 
might, in the first place, be a complete 


failure of the voluntary system both in | 


regard to the Line and to the Militia— 
such a failure as would justify us in an 
entire reconsideration of the present 
organisation of our Army. In such a 
case we might have to be content with a 
smaller foreign service Army, differently 
organised and recruited under wholly 
different terms as to pay and length of 
service, and we should have to rely more 
“than we do at present upon native troops 
for garrison duty in our remoter stations. 
“Such a change would give us fewer units 
to maintain abroad, and would relieve us 
from the necessity of maintaining at home 
units to feed them. 


for home defence, and possibly for service 
in some stations which, though beyond 
the limits of the United Kingdom, are yet 
within reasonable proximity to these 
islands, and offer climatic conditions re- 
sembling those to which we are used in 
this country. But I do not admit that 
we have yet arrived at such a pass, and 
we are certainly not prepared to throw 
the whole of our existing organisation into 
the melting pot merely because the Militia 


is below its strength and the recruiting | 
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vase is made out for the ballot, | 


We might in such | 
a case find it possible to depend more | 
than we do at present upon the Militia | 
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returns of the last four months have been 
disappointing. There is, however, an- 
other contingency in which a more 
numerous Militia would distinctly add to 
our strength. It might become necessary 
for us to provide for the safety of these 
islands during a very severe and _ pro- 
tracted crisis, during which there had been 
a serious strain upon our military forces, 
and after we had exhausted all other 
means of keeping them up to the neces- 
sary strength. For an emergency of 
this kind it does not seem to me 
unreasonable that we should provide, 
however remote we may take it to be. 
This is the kind of emergency which I 
have always contemplated in these dis- 
cussions. I draw a great distinction 


| between such an emergency and the kind 
om 


of emergency which the noble Earl on 
the cross benches has more often imagined. 
I mean the emergency which would arise 
supposing this country were suddenly, 
and without notice, to be attacked from 
beyond the seas. For such an emergency 
I need not say that a sudden resort to 
the ballot would not in any way help us ; 
however efficacious our machinery and 
however promptly it were to be set in 
motion, it could only have the effect of 
supplying us with a great mass of raw 
material which it would take many 
months to organise and train. 


THE Eart oF WEMYSS: May I ex- 


plain ? 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
I know what the noble Earl means. To pro- 
vide beforehand for such an emergency 
whenever it might arise we should. have 
to enforce the ballot at once, and to 
keep it constantly in force even in time 
of the profoundest peace. 


THE EArt or WEMYSS: Hear, hear. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
I am glad I have correctly interpreted 
the wish of the noble Earl. I gathered 
that that was what the noble Earl would 
desire, for he stated last year in the 
House that if the present law affecting 
the Militia ballot was not put into force 
it was worthless for an emergency, be- 
cause “when an emergency occurs you 
want to meet it with your ranks full.” 
It is clear, therefore, that, in the noble 
Earl’s view, the law would have to be put 
into force before the emergency had 
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arisen. I confess, however, that I am | districts, and these could, if necessary, illu 
extremely doubtful whether that is a pro- | be subdivided into subdistricts probably tha 
posal which any Goverment would have | corresponding with _ parishes. The me! 
the courage to make, unless it was clear machinery which we should employ for in 
that we were within a measurable distance preparing and revising the lists would be fore 
of the apprehended danger. Resort to that of the census, the necessary forms mur 
compulsion in any form at a time of pro- | being prepared in the registrar-general’s dist 
found peace would, in my opinion, be out | office after consultation with the super- to 
of the question, except in the face of | intendent registrars. Within these dis- eacl 
such a complete breakdown of all our | tricts we should employ the overseers as. of | 
military arrangements as I referred to | enumerating officers. They would have The 
just now. But for the other kind of | to prepare and revise annually their lists, exe! 
emergency, for a protracted struggle, and in which all men between the statutory exel 
after it had become clear that we had | ages of eighteen and thirty-five would be pro} 
exhausted, or were likely to come to the | returned in classes corresponding with but 
end of our resources of voluntary enlist- their age last birthday. A difficulty don 
ment, the ballot would provide a most arises as to the manner in which, Vol 
valuable reserve of power, and I have no when the quota for the county has been an i 
doubt we should appeal to it. If that be laid down, credit should be given to it whe 
so, we may well ask ourselves in what for the number of Militiamen who have be a 
manner we should, when the time came, | already been raised within it by voluntary Vol 
make use of the resources which it would | enlistment. Should we first credit the ball 
place at our disposal. The Bill which I | county with the number of men whom it poin 
have to ask you to read a first time is an | has produced, and then divide the balance insis 
attempt to answer the question. I can between the districts according to their exhi 
perhaps best explain our intentions by population, or should we divide the whole sutti 
giving you a sketch in outline of the pro- number, without deduction, proportion- was 
cedure which would be followed under the | ately amongst the districts, and then well 
existing law, with such modifications as | credit each district with the number for 
seem to us desirable, in order to adopt it which it has already provided ? T he rega 
to existing conditions. And let me here latter system is that which now prevails ; The 
say that I am told by our legal advisers | the former is that of the Bill of 1871 an e€ 
that the existing law is, upon the whole, | which was adopted by the noble Ear! last gard 
“ fairly simple, intelligible, and workable,” | year, and it seems to me for several him 
and that, with a few alterations, which I | reasons to be the better of the two. The shou 
can describe, it could be made to provide | existing law affords, no doubt, a more bour 
machinery appropriate for our purpose. just distribution as between one sub- in th 
The total number of men to be raised | division and another, because each sub- 1871 
would have, as now, to be deeided | division would escape liability exactly in Ther 
by the Government of the day, | proportion as it had itself contributed to Subs 
upon the recommendation of its military | the strength of the force. I doubt, how- ing | 
advisers. Then we have to consider to ever, whether in practice the arrangement local 
what local authority we should entrust | would work well. There would, I sus- vice 
the duty of seeing that this number was | pect, be considerable difficulty in ascer- there 
forthcoming. Under the Bill of 1871, taining the subdivision to which each thing 
which the noble Earl reintroduced last | Militiaman ought properly to be credited. stitu 
year, the agency to be employed was that | The plan is, moreover, open to this objec- subst 
of the justices of the peace. I have come tion, that, owing to the comparative was ¢ 
to the conclusion that it will be better to smallness of the numbers to be raised in well- 
rely, as under the existing law, upon the each area (a number of which in many pulso 
lords lieutenant and their deputies. The cases the subdivision would probably [am 
functions of justices of the peace are now fall short by only a _ very few in the 
purely judicial, and I do not think it, men), there would be a considerable subst 
would be desirable to impose upon them inducement to buy recruits with the think 
administrative duties in connection with | object of relieving the locality from the prese 
the enforcement of the ballot. The areas | burden of the ballot. It is needless to Unit 
with which we should have to deal would | point out that the practice of giving onera 
be, as now, the counties and subdivisions | bounties of this sort would have a very withi 
of counties. The latter would corre-| prejudicial effect upon voluntary recruit- the 
spond with the superintendent registrars’, ing. Let me take an imaginary case in. case 


The Merquess of Lansdowne. 
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illustration of my meaning. I will assume 
that a given county is liable for 2,000 
men. It has already 1,500 men serving 
in its Militia battalions. It has, there- 
fore, to provide 500 additional men. This 
number would be divided amongst the 
districts within the county in proportion 
to the population of each district, and 
each district would have to find its share 
of the deficit by means of the ballot. 
Then we come to the difficult question of 
exemption. A schedule of the proposed 
exemptions is attached to the Bill. I 
propose to exempt efficient Volunteers, 
but it would be necessary, if that were 
done, to restrict the establishment of the 
Volunteer battalions, in order to prevent 
an indiscriminate influx of men at a time 
when the introduction of the ballot might 
be apprehended. The exemption of the 
Volunteers from the operation of the 
ballot would, as the noble Earl has 
pointed out, give us an opportunity of 
insisting that the degree of etticiency 
exhibited by the force should be amply 
sutticient. In the Bill of 1871 each county 
was allowed to count its Volunteers as 
well as its Militia towards the quota 
for which it was liable. I do not 
regard this proposal with favour. 
The fact that an individual has become 
an etticient Volunteer may well be re- 
garded as a good reason for exempting 
him personally, but I do not see why it 
should diminish the liability of his neigh- 
bours. The other exemptions mentioned 
in the schedule are taken from the Bill of 
1871, and are a fair basis for discussion. 
Then there is the question of substitutes 
Substitutes are permitted under the exist- , 
ing law, and, except in the case of the old 
local Militia, which was not liable for ser- 
vice beyond the limits of the county, 
there has never, I believe, been such a 
thing as compulsory service without sub- 
stitutes. Now the Bill of 1871 prohibited 
substitutes, but then a failure to serve 
was only punishable by fine, so that every 
well-to-do man was able to escape com- 
pulsory service by producing a £10 note. 
[am strongly under the impression that 
in the present condition of public feeling 
substitutes would not be tolerated. I 
think it may fairly be argued that at the 
present time liability to serve within the 
United Kingdom would not be a more 
onerous liability than compulsory service 
within the limits of the county for which 
the old local Militia were liable, in the 
case of which, as I have already said, ; 
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substitutes were not allowed. Under 
the Bill any person chosen by ballot 
who refuses to serve may be arrested 
and compelled to serve for five 
vears from the time of his arrest, and be 
treated as a deserter if he afterwards 
absconds. The other exemptions are 
substantially those of the 1871 Bill, and 
include every Member of either House 
of Parliament, every officer in Her 
Majesty’s forces, every officer on the half- 
pay of the Navy, Army, or Marines, 
every non-commissioned officer or man 
serving in Her Majesty’s forces other 
than the Yeomanry or Volunteers, every 
efficient non-commissioned officer or man 
serving in the Yeomanry or Volunteers, 
every member of any police force, every 
seaman or seafaring man, every person 
in holy orders, every minister of religion, 
every duly qualitied medical practitioner. 
As to the classes to which liability to 
submit to the ballot would attach we have 
accepted the classitication proposed in the 
Bill of 1871. It is as follows: (1) Un- 
married men above 18 years, and not 
more than 25 years of age. (2) Married 
men, above 18 and not more than 30 years 
of age, having a wife living, but no child. 
Unmarried men, above 25, but not more 
than 30 years of age. (3) All men liable 
to be balloted, and not included in the 
foregoing classes. I have given your 
Lordships a brief outline of the Bill, and 
of the manner in which it would work. 
It would not make any fundamental 
alteration in the existing law, but it 
would bring the law more into accord 
with present conditions. We believe 
that this could be done without much 
difficulty. But we do not render it, nor 
do we wish to render it, easier for the 
Government of the day to resort to com- 
pulsion. I confess frankly that I share 
the aversion with which compulsion is, I 
believe, regarded by the great majority 
of our fellow-countrymen, and I would 
on no account have recourse to compul- 
sion in any shape until experience had 
shown that there was no other way of 
providing for the safety of the country. 
My own anticipation is that the greater 
the peril to which the Empire is exposed 
the greater will be the number in which 


the men of this country will flock to our 


standards, and I, at any rate, would be no 
party to an attempt to convert the con- 
stitutional force which we have till now 


| recruited by voluntary means into a con- 


script Army, until we are absolutely 
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driven to do so. 
to this, and something will be gained if 
we can arrive at an understanding as to 
the proper mode of dealing with com- 
pulsory service should we ever find our- 
selves face to face with it. 
an attempt to show how in such an event, 
which I regard as not very probable, we 
might set to work. I now beg to present 
a Bill to amend the law relating to the 
ballot for the Militia. 


A Bill to amend the law relating to the 
ballot for the Militia in England and 
Wales, presented by the Marquess of 
Lansdowne. 


Moved— 
“That the Bill be now read 1¢.” 


THE EArt oF WEMYSS: As my 
noble friend has referred to me, perhaps 
your Lordships will allow me to say a very 
few words. The noble Marquess stated, 
at the outset of his remarks, that our 
military system rested upon compulsion 
for home defence. That is a position 
which I have always ventured to take 
up, «nd Iam glad that the Secretary of 
State for War has at last thought it 
necessary to deal with this question. I 
have had a motion upon the Paper of your 
Lordships’ House for some months, and as 
this motion will explain all that I ask for 
at the present time and the views which I 
hold on this question, I will take the liberty 
of reading it to your Lordships. It is as 
follows :— 


“To move to resolve, that inasmuch as 
the Secretary of State for War has stated 
in his place in Parliament that the retention 
of the power of enforcing service in the 
Militia is necessary in view of possible national 


emergencies, while he has at the same time. 


said that the present Militia Ballot Law is 
antiquated and requires revision, this House 
is of opinion that, looking at recent experi- 
ences, and to the possibilities of the future, 
the law in question should be forthwith 
amended and brought up to date.” 


[ have not brought this Resolution before 
your Lordships because, more than three 
months ago, the noble Marquess con- 
fidentially informed me that he was 
going to bring in a Bill for the very 
purpose I had in view in framing the 
Resolution, I now take the opportunity 
of withdrawing my motion, for its con- 
tents are practically embodied in the Bill 
which the noble Marquess has just intro- 
duced. 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 


But I may be wrong as | 
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*LorD MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
should like to say a few words, not im- 
mediately on the subject of the Bill intro- 


‘duced by the noble Marquess, but on a 


This Bill is! 


| 


| of recruiting. 


matter which the noble Marquess dealt 
with at some length—namely, the subject 
I find it almost impossible 
to tell, from the Return of Recruiting 
which has been laid before Parliament, 
what percentage of men left the Army 
with characters below good. It would 
seem that about 19,000 left the colours 
with characters that were good, or better 
than good, and that there were about 
40,000 recruits last year. I do not think 


that anything like 20,000 men would 


have left the Army with characters less 
than good, for we must deduct those 
who leave on account of illness and with 
too short service to be ranked as good, 
and the average number of recruits for the 
last few years has been less than 40,000. 
This is a very important matter, because 
if you can show the public that the 
characters of men who leave the Army 
are, on the whole, better than the average 
character of the artisan or working man, 
you go a very long way towards removing 
the objection which exists in many quar- 
ters to joining the Army. I think it is 
rather strange that in the Recruiting Re- 
turns no mention is made of the very 
great and beneficial alteration which has 
taken place of Jate in the practice of re- 
cruiting. Up to about two years ago it 
was the practice of commanding officers 
almost entirely to disregard, except in the 
case of certain favoured corps, the War 
Office Order to the effect that recruiting 
should be confined to persons of good 
character. Latterly, the question has 
come very prominently forward, and 
commanding officers have insisted upon 
the Order being observed. At first there 
was very great difficulty in getting officers 
to obey the order, because they thought, 
very naturally, that, as there was a diffi- 
culty in getting recruits, even where re- 
cruiting was not confined to men of good 
character, recruiting would fall off very 
considerably if they insisted upon con- 
fining it to persons of good character. 
Experience, however, has shown that that 
view is an absolutely mistaken one. 
Where good character has been insisted 
upon, it has been found by commanding 
officers that in the long run the number 
of recruits has increased. I think this is 
a very important consideration indeed, 
especially in view of the statement of the 
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noble Marquess that he is not satisfied with 
the extent to which recruiting is 
going on at the present moment. It is 
shown in the returns that the great 
majority of the men who have left the 
Colours with good characters have found 
some sortof employment; but, nevertheless, 
the Inspector-General is not satisfied with 
the result. He says: 

‘The employment secured is not of a parti- 
cularly remunerative character, and not of a 
kind to induce respectable young men to join 
the Army. I have over and over again en- 
deavuured to impress on the noble Marquess 
that the only remedy for the difficulty in 
getting recruits is to provide such an education 
for the soldier, both technical and otherwise, 
as will make him, when he leaves the ranks, 
not less qualified than he now is to obtain 
employment, and more qualified to do so than 
the average mechanic and labouring man.” 


Ihave not brought the question of the 
technical education of the soldier specifi- 
cally before the House this session, 
because I understood the noble Marquess 
to say that the matter was receiving the 
serious consideration of Her Majesty’s 
Government. I hope, before the session 
ends, the noble Marquess will be able to 
inform us what steps are being taken in 
the direction of providing such technical 
education for the soldier as may, of 
course, be compatible with his military 
duties, and enable him to compete on fair 
terms with, and, I hope, on terms which 
will place him in a better position than, 
the average mechanic and labourer in this 
country. 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
I confess that there would be some diffi- 
culty in establishing a comparison worth 
anything between the character of the 
private soldier and the character of the 
artisan, for I do not know how the cha- 
racter of the artisan could be got at. I 
quite agree, however, with the noble Lord 
in the importance he attaches to getting 
men of good character into the Army, 
and helping them to maintain their good 
character while serving. With regard to 
the possibility of giving the soldier, while 
serving, some kind of technical education 
which would stand him in good stead 


when he has left the Colours, something | 


has been done, although, perhaps, not 
very much, in that direction. The difti- 
culty which meets us is this, that so much 


of the soldier’s time is occupied in in-| 


struction in his profession, that the men 
themselves might resent further inroads 
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) on their time. 
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The subject is one full of 
difficulty, but I am quite disposed to 
agree with the noble Lord in the principle 
that the better we can equip the soldier 
for civil employment, the more likely we 
are to attract into the Army the class of 
men we want. 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 1* accordingly, and to he 
printed. (No. 159). 


OYSTERS 


*Lorp HARRIS: Since the Second 
Reading of this Bill, various considerations 
have been brought to the notice of the 
President of the Local Government Board 
by persons interested in the cultivation of 
oysters, and also by the authorities con- 
cerned ; and, in view of these considera- 
tions, the right hon. Gentleman thinks it 
would be wiser, and more likely to lead 
to justice being done, if the Bill were 
referred to a Select Committee. 


BILL. 


Moved, that the Order of the 18th of 
May last, committing the Bill to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, be discharged ; 
and that the Bill be referred to a Select 
Committee (The Lord Harris); agreed to, 
and ordered accordingly. 


The Lords following were named of 
the Committee : 


M. Abercorn (D. Abercorn), 
L. Harris, 

L. Wenlock, 

L. Tweedmouth, 

L. Heneage. 


The Committee to meet on Tuesday, 
the 18th instant, at Eleven o’clock, and to 
appoint their own Chairman. 
GOVERNMENT 


LONDON BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to, together with a 
consequential Amendment to the Bill ; 
Commons consequential Amendment 
considered (on motion) and agreed to. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (DEFEC.- 
TIVE AND EPILEPTIC CHILDREN) 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read 3* (according to Order) ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 








159 Private Bill Business. 


SUMMARY JURISDICTION ACT (1879) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


{COMMONS} 


160 


applicable thereto, have not been com- 
plied with, viz.—- 


Private Bill Business. 


Read 3¢ (according to Order), with the | 


Amendments, and passed, and returned | 


to the Commons. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes | 
before Six of the clock, to Monday | 


next, Eleven of the clock. 


HOUSE OF CGMMONS. 


Friday, 7th July 1899. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON LAW, Ke. 


Ordered, that the Standing Committee | 


on Law, &e., have leave to sit this day 
during the sitting of the House.—(Sir 
Jumes Fergusson.) 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lords]. 
Standing Orders applicable thereto 
complied with. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the | 


case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz.— 

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT  PROVI- 


SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(LONDON) BILL [Lords]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 


Ordered, that the Bills be 
second time on Monday next. 


read a 
PRIVATE BILLS [Lords]. 
Standing Orders not previously in- 


quired into not complied with. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the , 
case of the following Bills, originating in | 


the Lords, and referred on the First 


Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not | 


previously inquired into, and which are 


PORTSMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 
[ Lords}. 


CORPORATION 
{Lords}. 
Ordered, that the Report be referred 


| to the Select Committee on Standing 
| Orders. 


WORKINGTON BILL 


BELFAST WATER BILL. 


| GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 


LONDON, CHATHAM, AND DOVER 


RAILWAY BILL. 


SCUNTHORPE URBAN DISTRICT GAS 


AND WATER BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 


agreed to. 


GREAT YARMOUTH PIER BILL [Lords], 

(Queen’s consent signified); read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


ALL SAINTS’ CHURCH (CARDIFF) BILL 
: {Lords}. 


BRIGHTON MARINE PALACE AND 


PIER BILL [Lords]. 
GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
\ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [Lords]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 13) BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 20) BILL. 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 


| visonal Order confirmed]; Report to lie 


upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L.) 
Sir WitLiAM HovuLpswortH reported 
from the Committee on Group L of 


| 
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Private Bills, that for the convenience of 
the Committee, they had adjourned until 
Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION BILL. 
Petition from Bradford, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES). 


Petition from Bradford, in favour ; to | 


lie upon the Table. 
POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1845. 


Petition from Urquhart, for alteration 
of law : to lie upon the Table. 


REGULATION OF RAILWAYS BILL. 
Petitions in favour ; from Selby ; and, 
Normanton ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Everton, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


SHIPPING CASUALTIES (1897-8). 

Copy presented, of Abstract of the 
Returns of Shipping Casualties which 
occurred on or near the Coasts, or in 
Rivers and Harbours, of the United King- 
dom from the Ist July, 1897, to 30th 
June, 1898 ; and of the Returns of Ship- 
ping Casualties to British Vessels else- 
where than on or near the Coasts, or in 
Rivers and Harbours of the United King- 
dom, and to Foreign Vessels on or near 
the Coasts, or in Rivers and Harbours of 
British Possessions Abroad, &e., with 
Charts and Appendices [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MASTERS, MATES, ENGINEERS (SUS- 
PENSION, &c., OF CERTIFICATES). 
Return presented _ relative 

[ordered 19th May ; Mr. Gibson Bowles] ; 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

[No. 267.] 
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thereto | 


Reports, be. 162 
ORDNANCE SURVEY. 


Copy presented of Report of the Pro- 
gress of the Ordnance Survey to the 


31st March, 1899 [by Command] ; to lie 


upon the Table. 


DOGS REGULATION (IRELAND) ACT, 
1865. 

Account presented of the Receipts and 
Expenditure under the Act for the year 
1898 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 268.] 


FINES, &c. (IRELAND). 


Copy presented of Abstract of Accounts 
of Fines accounted for by the Registrar 


of Petty Sessions Clerks for 1897 [by 


Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 269.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ACT, 
1898. 

Copy presented of Regulations, under 
the Local Government (Application of 
Enactments) Order, 1898, as to issue of 
County Stock [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 
EAST INDIA (INDIAN CURRENCY 

COMMITTEE, 1898). 

Copy presented of Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the 
Indian Currency [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 
(CONTRACTS). 

Return ordered, “of all Contracts 
made in the United Kingdom for manu- 
factured Articles by the several Govern- 
ment Departments, either with contractors 
outside the United Kingdom or with 
contractors or agents in the United 
Kingdom who obtain the Articles from 
Abroad (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 382, of Session 1897).—( Mr. 
Logan.) 


LAND REGISTRY. 
Return ordered, “of the work done in 
the Land Registry under the various 
Acts hereinafter mentioned, namely :— 


1. Under the Land Transfer 
1875 (Lord Cairns’ Act) :— 

(4) The number, value, and acreage 
(where known) of estates the 
titles to which were annually 
registered, on first registration, 
from the Ist day of January, 1895 


Act, 








163 teturns, 


showing 

registered with absolute, qualified, 

and possessory title, and _lease- 
holds; and also the number of 
estates registered under The 

Small Holdings Act, 1892. 

(1) The total number of separate 
titles on the register on the 31st 
day of December, 1898, (i.)'by first 
registration, (ii.) by sub-division of 
estates already registered, and 
(iii.) by transfer from the 1862 
register. 

2. Under The Land Registry Act, 
1862 (Lord Westbury’s Act) :— 

(a) The total number, value, and 
acreage. (where known) of estates 
the titles to which were registered 
on first registration. 

(4) The total number of separate 
titles on the register on the 31st 
day of December, 1898 (i.) by 
first registration, and (ii.) by sub- 
division of estates already regis- 
tered ; 

(c) The total number of separate 
titles which had been removed 
from the register on the 3lst day 
of December, 1898, otherwise than 
by transfer to the 1875 register. 

3. Under both the Acts of 1875 and 

1862 :—- 

(v) The total number of separate 
titles on the register on the 31st 
day of December, 1898 ; 

(4) The total number of transactions 
annually registered from the Ist 
day of January, 1895, to the 31st 
day of December, 1898, showing 
the numbers of (i.) first registra- 
tions under the Act of 1875, (i1.) 
conveyances, transfers, and trans- 
missions of land, (ili.) mortgages, 
charges, further charges, and 
transfers of mortgages and charges, 
(iv.) reconveyances of mortgages 
and cessation of charges, (v.) 
leases and surrenders of leases, 
(vi.) miscellaneous. . 


4, Under the Mortgage Debenture 
Acts, 1865 and 1870, and the Improve- 
ment of Land Act, 1864: 

- A statement, so far as may be prac- 

ticable, of the nature and amount 


{COMMONS} 


to the 31st day of December, 1898, | 
the number of estates | 
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of the work done under these 
Acts from the Ist day of January, 
1895, to the 3lst day of Decem- 
ber, 1898. 


5. Under the Land Charges Registra- 
tion and Searches Act, 1888 :— 

The number of registrations, official 
searches, and ordinary searches 
annually made from the Ist day 
of January, 1895, to the 31st day 
of December, 1898. 


6. Under the Middlesex Registry Act, 
1708, and the Land Registry (Middlesex 
Deeds) Act, 1891. 


The number of registrations and 
searches annually made from the 
Ist day of January, 1895, to the 
31st day of December, 1898. 


And showing the amount of fees re- 
ceived each year, and the amount of 
salaries and expenses each year in the 
Land Registry from the lst day of April, 
1895, to the 3lst day of March, 1899, 
distinguishing with respect to the periods 
since the Land Transfer Act, 1897, came 
into operation, for the purposes of 
Section 22 of that Act, the fees received 
and salaries and expenses paid under the 
Land Transfer Acts, and the other Acts 
above referred to (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 463, of Session 
1895).—(Mr. H. LD). Greene.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to : 
EDUCATION OF CHILDREN BILL. 
Without Amendment. 


AIR AND CALDER NAVIGATION BILL. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 
LEITH HARBOUR AND DOCKS BILL. 

With Amendments. 
That they have agreed to : 
Amendments to— 
COBHAM GAS BILL [Lords]. 
STRETFORD GAS BILL [Lords]. 
Without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to make new provisions with 
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regard to the constitution and to change 
the name of the company of proprietors 
of the Rochdale Canal ; to fix and regu- 
late the capital and borrowing powers of 
the company ; to amend the Acts relating 
to and confer further powers on the 
company ; and for other purposes.” 
[Rochdale Canal Bill [Lords]. 

And also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer further powers upon the London 
and South-Western Railway Company, to 
authorise them to execute further works 
to acquire additional lands, and to raise 
further money ; and for other purposes.” 
London and South-Western Railway Bill 
Lords}. 


ROCHDALE CANAL BILL [Lords]. 


LONDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. HALsEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; that they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Law and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—Mr. 
Evelyn Cecil, Mr. William Jones, Mr. 
Arthur Morton, Sir Albert Rollit, and 
Mr. Talbot ; and had appointed in sub- 
stitution: Mr. Butcher, Sir George Far- 
dell, Mr. Gedge, Mr. Mount, and Captain 
Norton. 


Mr. HAtsey further reported from the 
Committee ; that they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Law and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure, the fol- 
lowing fifteen Members in respect of the 
Improvement of Land Bill :—-Commander 
Bethell, Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Channing, 
Dr. Clark, Mr. Colston, Mr. Wingfield- 
Digby, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Gold, Mr. 
Seale-Hayne, Mr. Jeffreys, Mr. Heywood 
Johnstone, Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, Mr. 
Herbert Lewis, Mr. Walter Long, and 
Major Rasch. 


Mr. HALsey further reported from the 
Committee ; that they had discharged 
the following Members from the Standing 
Committee on Trade (including Agri- 
culture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manu- 
factures :—Mr. Galloway and Mr. Gedge ; 
and had appointed in substitution : Sir 
Edward Hill and Sir James Rankin. 
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Mr. HALSEY further reported from the 
Committee ; that they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures, the following fifteen Mem- 
bers in respect of the Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction (Ireland) Bill :— 
Mr. Archdale, Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland, Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. J. H. M. 
Campbell, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Doogan, Sir 
Thomas Esmonde, Mr. Flynn, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, Mr. Molloy, Mr. Arthur Moore, 
Mr. William Moore, Mr. O’Neill, Mr. 
John Redmond, and Colonel Saunderson. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAITR- 
MEN’S PANEL). 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR reported from: 
the Chairmen’s Panel: that they had 
appointed ‘Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice to. 
act as Chairman of the Standing Com- 
mittee for the consideration of Bills 
relating to Trade (including Agriculture 
and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufac- 
tures, in the place of Mr. John Edward 
Ellis, in respect of the Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction (Ireland) Bill; and 
that they had appointed Sir James Fer- 
gusson to act as Chairman of the 
Standing Committee for the considera- 
tion of Bills relating to Law, and Courts 
of Justice and Legal Procedure, in 
respect of the Improvement of Land Bill. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


AND TECHNICAL IN- 
(IRELAND) [SALARIES, 


AGRICULTURE 
STRUCTION 
«Ke. | 
Committee to consider of authorising 

the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 

vided by Parliament, of any salaries, re- 
muneration and expenses that may 
become payable under any Act of the 
present Session for establishing a Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and other Industries 
and Technical Instruction in Ireland 
(Queen’s Recommendation signified), upon 
Monday next.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


COTTAGE HOMES BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment, from 
the Select Committee, with Second 
Special Report and Minutes of Ewidence. 


Report and Special Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 271.] 





(Juestions, 


QUESTIONS. 


BELLEVILLE BOILER ACCIDENTS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty if he will grant a return showing 
the number of fatal and other accidents 
resulting from the use of Belleville boilers 
in the Royal Navy. 

Tue FIRST LORD or THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHEN, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The only serious acci- 
dent known, beside that on board the 
“ Terrible,” when one stoker was killed and 
three suffered from burns, took place on 
board the “Argonaut” when she was 
about to leave the contractor’s works on 
the Clyde. On this occasion, in conse- 
quence of a boit being left out of place, a 
joint of the economizer gave out, and two 
contractor’s men and three stokers were 
scalded. 

STORAGE OF CORDITE NEAR 

PORTSMOUTH. 

ApMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether it is the intention of 
Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty to 
use the new magazines and store houses 
now in course of building on the land ad- 
joining Priddy’s Hard Magazine for the 
storage of cordite and other high explo- 
sives, and what weight of cordite it is 
proposed to store; whether this decision 
has been arrived at after careful inquiry 
and report by a Committee, and, if so, 
will the names of the Committee be given, 
and was their report a unanimous one. 
In view of the near proximity of the 
magazine to Portsmouth Dockyard, and 
its certain destruction if a large quantity 
of cordite should explode at Priddy’s Hard, 
together with heavy loss of life and pro- 
perty in the neighbourhood, was the 
opinion of the Commander-in-Chief, as 
also that of the Admiral Superintendent 
of the Dockyard, asked as to the advisa- 
bility or otherwise of storing such a high 
explosive as cordite in its immediate 
vicinity, and, if so, will the First Lord 
favour the House with their views, or lay 
the Committee’s Report upon the, Table ; 
and in view of the disastrous explosion of 
the magazine at Toulon recently, and the 
at present unknown cause of the destruc- 
tion of the “ Maine” at Havana last year, 
will their Lordships suspend the erection 
.of the cordite magazine for the present, 
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and consider the advisabjlity of arranging 
with the War Office for the storage of 
cordite in one of the useless forts on 
Portsdown Hill, which could be readily 
approached by Porchester Creek. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : It is intended to use 
the new magazines and storehouses in 
question for the storage of cordite and 
other exposives. It would be contrary to 
the interest of the public service to state 
what quantities of explosives will or may 
be stored there. In reply to questions 2 
and 3, I need not assure the hon. Member 
or the House that the decision was arrived 
at after the most careful and exhaustive 
inquiry, and the Admiralty itself must 
assume the entire responsibility. — It 
would be both contrary to precedent and 
inexpedient to publish the Reports of 
Committees or individuals who have heen 
consulted on the subject. I should add 
that the question of the safety of cordite 
as compared with gunpowder has been 
fully considered by an important War 
Ottice Committee. The facts elicited and 
the experiments carried out show that 
cordite is safer to stow, handle, and keep 
than gunpowder. The quantity of the 
latter stored inside Portsmouth Harbour 
in magazines and hulks has been large ; 
it is now much reduced, and will diminish 
every year. The abolition of the powder 
hulks, which will ensue on the extension 
of Priddy’s Hard, and the improvements 
now being made in the magazines, will 
make the dockyard and environs even 
safer than at present. Rapid embarkation 
of explosives for mobilisation necessitates 
that the sources of supply shall be con- 
veniently situated. No action of the 
nature proposed in the last part of the 
question is in contemplation. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
May [ask if, with due regard to public 
policy, the right hon. Gentleman can state 
if the amount of cordite stored in this place 
would be sufficient, if exploded, to blow 
up the dockyard ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I do not think that 
is a question which could be ascertained, 
nor is it one on which it is desirable to 
have a public discussion. The Admiralty 
is responsible in this most important 
matter, and every attention will be given 
to it. I must ask the House ‘o rely on 
the administration of the Admiralty. 
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ApMIRAL FIELD: I beg to give notice ; Volunteer corps 508 ranges have been 
that I will call attention to this matter in} closed and only 167 constructed or 
Committee of Supply on the Admiralty | approved ; and whether Volunteer corps 
Vote. |are taking steps to combine to pay the 

| cost of fresh ranges, as proposed by the 
_ SSEY (Pontefract) abide | Secretary of State for War. 

Mr. NUSSE ontefract): On behalf} sy, wynNDHAM- The wi 
of the hon. Member for West Hull I beg | Mn. WYNDHAM:: The figures given 
toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland what is the length 


in the question are correct, except that 
the number of ranges which it is intended 
: to construct for Regular troops is forty- 
ofthe pier in Cork Harbour to the drill Sno and not forty. “Volunteer corps a 
ground of the training ship, what did it | yo¢ taking steps to combine for the pur- 
cost, and what 1s the acreage, rent, and | chamoved ranges, anidh thaciy taal sie tisiead 
tenure of the drill ground ; and whether jnvited to do so. The best sites for such 
other land could have been obtained that ranges will have to be very carefully 
could have been approached by the) selected before negotiations with Volun- 
ordinary pier, and so render the new pier teers can begin, and the scheme under 
unnecessary. which all this is to done has not yet 
Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI-) received the sanction of Parliament. 
RALTY (Mr. AusTeN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): The length of the FEMALE CLERKS IN THE WAR 
pier is 1,913 feet. The cost will pro- OFFICE. 
bably amount to about £5,700. The Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
area of the drill ground and recreation | 8.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
field is 83 acres ; it is held at a rental of | State for War whether in the reorganisa- 
£40 per annum for twenty-one years | tion of the War Office by a committee of 
from 1896. No other suitable site could | experts now in progress the Secretary of 
be obtained. State will favourably consider the means 
of increasing the present female clerks’ 
SCOTTISH = VOLUNTEERS—PROPOSED establishment at the War Office upon 
REVIEW. similar lines to those adopted by the 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under’ Postmaster-General, so as to provide 
Secretary of State for War whether the ' employment for the orphan daughters of 
Government will consider the expediency | officers who have fallen in action, or died 
of holding a review of Scottish Volunteer | from wounds received in action, or from 
Regiments in Edinburgh, or at some other | the effects of foreign service, and whose 
suitable place in Scotland. families have been left in straitened cir- 
*THe UNDER SECRETARY or CUmstances. 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Wynpuam,|  *Mr. WYNDHAM: The typewriting 
Dover): There is no knowledge at the department of the War Office is now 
War Office of any general desire among | worked entirely by women clerks. The 
the Scottish Volunteers to be reviewed, | Suggestion contained in the hon. 
and there is no present intention of hold- | Member’s question will be considered. 
ing such a review. 


BRITISH SUBJECTS IN BATAVIA. 
RIFLE RANGES, | Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD 
CotoneEL WYNDHAM MURRAY | (York): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
(Bath) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary | tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
of State for War, with regard to the fact British subjects in Batavia are compelled 
that during the years since the Lee-| to serve in the Dutch army for the de- 
Metford rifle has been in issue to troops fence of the island of Java ; whether any 
sixty-four ranges held by the War De- | nation has a right to impress British sub- 
partment at home and abroad for Regular jects for military or naval service of any 
troops and Militia have been closed, and | description ; and whether such service is 
only forty suitable for the range of that | im conformity with the Foreign En- 
rifle constructed or approved, will he | istment Act of 1870. 
state what steps the War Department! *THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
are taking to make good this deficiency ; STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
whether of those held by Yeomanry and| (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
VOL, LXXIV. [Fourrn Sertes.] © G 
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The question of the liability of British 
subjects to serve in the militia of 
the Dutch East India possessions has 
arisen on several occasions, and it has 
been decided that, in the absence of 
treaty stipulations to the contrary, they 
are liable, unless it can be shown that 
foreigners of any other nationality are 
relieved from that obligation. Within 
the limitations explained in the answer 
to the first paragraph of the question, 
any nation has a right to call upon resi- 
dent foreigners for service. Such service 
by a British subject would not be, on his 
part, a violation of the provisions of the 
Foreign Enlistment Act. 


THE MURDER OF A BRITISH MISSION- 
ARY IN CHINA. 

Smr JOHN LENG (Dundee): On _ be- 
half of the hon. Member for the Wick 
Burghs, I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether, in 
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consequence of the murder in China of 
the Rev. Mr. Fleming, a formal demand | 
was made for the dismissal or recall of the | 
Governor of Kweichau ; and whether Her | 
Majesty’s Government still insist on that | 
demand. 

Mr. BRODRICK : In reply to a ques- 
tion on this subject three days ago I | 
stated that as two of the murderers had | 
been executed, the Yamén had been in- | 
formed that an extension of time would | 
be granted for the apprehension of the | 
head man. 


RUSSIAN RAILWAYS IN PERSIA. 
Stmr JOHN LENG: On behalf of the | 
hon. Member for Wick Burghs I beg to | 
ask the Under Secretary of State for | 
Foreign Affairs whether the Government | 
have any information that Russia medi- 


tatesfrustrating thedevelopmentof British | 


trade in Persia by the construction of a 


railway from Duschak, on the Trans- | 


Siberian Railway, to Meshed, whither 
English goods at present travel vid 
Seistan. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The answer is in 


the negative. 


LUDLOW VACCINATION CASE. 
Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 





e 





Questions. 
on 12th June under the Vaccination Acts, 
and pleaded in defence that the Public 
Vaccinator had not given notice of his 
visit in accordance with Article 1, See. 
tion 3, of the Vaccination Act of 1898, 
but that the said Public Vaccinator at- 
tempted to vaccinate the child by force 
against the wish of the mother ; whether 
he will inform the Public Vaccinator of 
Craven Arms that he has exceeded his 
duty in attempting to vaccinate against 
the wish of the parent and without giving 
the twenty-four hours’ statutory notice ; 
and will he cause the fine and costs to be 
returned to the said Thomas H. Rich. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
WuirTE Rip.ey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
According to my information, the 
defendant was charged with having 
neglected to get his child vaccinated ; he 
admitted the fact, and also admitted that 
he had received notice requiring 
vaccination from the Public Vaccinator. 
The Public Vaccinator emphatically 
denies that he attempted to vaccinate 
the child by force against the parent’s 
wishes. Under these circumstances I see 


/ no reason for any action on my part such 


as is suggested in the question. 


METROPOLITAN STREET TRAFFIC— 
UNATTENDED VANS. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home 
Department what are the powers which 
the police possess and do use in reference 
to obstructions to traffic caused by vans 
being left standing unattended on the 
streets and whether they have any other 
power than that of summoning offenders, 
whilst the conviction and award of 
punishment for such offences at present 
rests entirely with the magistrates before 
whom the cases are brought. 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: Under 
Section 54 of 2 and 3 Vict. cap. 43 the 
Metropolitan Police have power to arrest 
without warrant persons obstructing the 
roadway in the manner therein prohibited ; 


| but it is only in exceptional cases that it 
is found advisable to adopt this summary 
‘mode of procedure. 


The conviction of an 
offender and the penalty to be inflicted 
on him are matters for the court before 


; : | whom the charge is made. 
his attention has been called to the case |° Be 
of Thomas H. Rich, who was summoned | 


before the Ludlow Bench of Magistrates | arrest the vans ? 
‘ 


GENERAL LAURIE: Can the police 
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*Sr M. WHITE RIDLEY: Anyone 
breaking the law can be arrested 
summarily. 


GENERAL LAURIE: But how about 
the unattended vans ? 


[[No answer was given. ] 


‘LICENSING COMMISSION REPORT. 
Mr. YOUNG : I beg to ask the Secre- 
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January, 1896, orders prohibiting the 
conveyance of animals by vessels engaged 
in the South American trade have been 
passed in fourteen cases. In five cases, 
the “Specialist,” “‘ Wilhelmina,” “ Alfalfa,” 
“J. W. Taylor,” and Hindustan,” the. 
orders were cancelled during their 
currency, the further representations 
received from the owners as to the cir- 
cumstances in which the losses occurred, 
and as to the future equipment of the 





itary of State for the Home Department 
whether he is aware that the Report of | 
ithe Royal Commission on the Liquor | 
Licensing Laws, which was laid upon the | 
Table of the House on Tuesday, 4th | 
instant, appeared in the London Duily | 
News on Wednesday the 5th; as the| 
Report has not yet been issued to| 
Members of the House or the Com- | 
missioners, whether this is a breach of | 
privilege or etiquette ; and who is respon- | 
sible for supplying this particular news- 
paper with a copy of the Report. 

*Smr M. WHITE RIDLEY: Yes, Sir, I | 


;am aware of the fact stated in the first | 


paragraph of the question. I do not. 
know who supplied the information to the | 
newspaper, but I do not understand that | 
any breach of privilege was committed. | 
I am informed that a copy of the Report | 
was lying in the library, during the | 
sitting of the House, on the 4th inst., | 
open to the inspection of any Member. | 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the right hon. Gen- | 
tleman aware that the premature publica- | 
tion of Reports of this nature is quite 
common, and that they frequently are to 
be found in the London papers before 
Members see them ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


does not arise out of the question. 


SOUTH AMERICAN CATTLE TRADE. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he can state how 
many ships in the South American live 
stock trade have been black listed, and 
in how many cases the restrictions have | 
been cancelled ; and whether he can give | 
the names of the vessels and the reasons | 
why they have been released from the | 


black list. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): Since the Ist | 


vessels appearing to us to justify this 
course. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. 

Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture, if he will state the 
amount of the sum deducted in each case 
from the amount payable to the counties 
of Staffordshire, Essex, and Bristol out of 
the Local Taxation Grant to provide the 
£87,000 taken from the grant under the 


| Tithe Rent-charge (Rates) Bill. 


*Mr. LONG: The share of the counties 
and county borough named in a sum of 
£87,000 distributed in the proportion of 
what are known as the “discontinued 
grants” would amount to £1,815, £1,934 
and £679 respectively. 


SOUTH KENSINGTON MUSEUM 
BUILDINGS. 
Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 


| GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 


ask the First Commissioner of Works if 


| he will consider the advisability of making 
| arrangements for the erection of a public 
|clock in some prominent part of the 
| exterior of the new museum buildings at 
| South Kensington, especially in view of 


the fact that there is no such clock west- 
ward from Hyde Park Corner within the 
four mile radius, and the erection of one 
at South Kensington would be regarded 
as a public boon. 

THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. A. AKERS-DouGLAs, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): The matter referred to 
by my hon. friend shall receive atten- 


| tion. 


SOUTHAM VACCINATION PROSE- 
CUTION. 

Mr. LOGAN (Leicestershire, Har- 
borough) : I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board if his atten- 
tion has been directed to the report of a 
vaccination prosecution before the Justices 


G 2 











175 Questions. 
sitting at Southam, Warwickshire, from 
which it appears that, although the public 


vaccinator had himself certified that the | 
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child which formed the subject of the | 


prosecution was weak and suffering from 
rickets, that officer insisted upon his right 
to vaccinate it, and expressed his inten- 
tion of disregarding the instructions of 
the Local Government Board on_ that 
point; and if the 
Board propose to take any steps to secure 
respect for their instructions in the dis- 
trict in question. 

THe PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHartry, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): My attention has 
been directed to certain newspaper re- 
ports of the case referred to. The facts 
are stated as regards the  certifi- 
cate given by the public vaccinator, 
but it was not a certificate of post- 
ponement of vaccination under the 
Vaccination Acts. Indeed, the public 
vaccinator is reported to have stated in 
court that he considered the child a fit 
subject for vaccination. He absolutely 
denies having oxpressed any intention of 
disregarding the instructions of the Local 
Government Board. He only claimed the 
right to use his discretion as to what 
constituted good health in relation to 
vaccination, and I see no reason to inter- 
fere with this discretion. 


as 


POOR LAW TEACHERS. 

Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon, 
Arfon): I beg to ask the President. of 
the Local Government Board whether 
only 60 out of 172 teachers employed 
under the Local Government Board are 
fully trained ; if he can state whether the 
Education Department has refused to 
inspect the Poor Law schools ; and, if so, 
for what reason; and whether he will 
endeavour to secure in the future the in- 
spection of Poor Law schools hy the 
Education Department. 

Mr. CHAPLIN: According to the 
report of the Poor Law Schools Committee 
of the 172 teachers in metropolitan Poor 
Law schools 60 were fully trained and 
certificated under the Education Depart- 
ment. It should, however, be added that 
of the remaining 112 teachers'93 held 
various certificates from the Education 
Department which would qualify them to 
act as teachers under that Department. 
As regards the second and third para- 


Local Government | 


graphs, I have stated to the House, in | 
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reply to a question by the hon. Member 
for Shoreditch and in the discussion an 
the vote for the Local Government 
Board, that I had communicated with the 
Education Department as to the in- 
spection of Poor Law Schools by in- 
spectors of that Department, so far as the 
educational work in the schools is con- 
cerned. The Education Department, 
however, felt a difficulty in assenting to 
this arrangement, unless the inspection of 
the schools was transferred to them in 
its entirety, including not only the 
education given in the schoolroom, but 
also the boarding and other arrangements. 
In this I was unable to concur. 


Questions. 


LIVERPOOL POST OFFICE. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster-General, whether he is 
aware that police pensioners are about to 
be employed as hall porters, in the room 
of allowanced postmen, in the new post 
office at Liverpool; whether the Post- 
master-General is aware that these easy 
positions, being reserved for postmen, 
enabled many postmen to hold out at 
work until sixty years of age ; whether 
two ex-police-sergeants about to be 
appointed to these positions are in receipt 
of pensions of 35s. and 40s. per week re- 
spectively ; and whether policemen who 
receive two-thirds of their pay in pension 
after twenty-six years’ service (making 
them aboué forty-eight years of age) are 
now to be added to soldier pensioners in 
claiming the easy places in the Post Office 
formerly held by postmen. 

THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HANpury, Pres- 
ton): The answer to the first paragraph 
is “ Yes,” and to the second “No.” The 
duties of doorkeepers and night patrols 
are more suited to police constables than 
to postmen, and it is in contemplation to 
extend to Liverpool the London system 
under which a force of police pensioners 
is employed on such duties. The change, 
which will effect a considerable reduction 
of expense, will be carried out gradually. 
No appointments have yet been made. 


MEDICAL TREATMENT OF POSTMEN. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster-General, on what grounds 
two postmen for many years employed 
at the Maldon head office and two years 
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since transferred to a sub-office under | 
Maldon, less than a mile from the head | 


office, whose duties are partially per- 
formed in Maldon itself, have been 


removed from the list of men entitled to_ 
receive gratuitous medical treatment from | 
for | 


the Departmental medical officer 
Maldon. 

Mr. HANBURY: The names of these 
two men were removed from the Medical 
Officer’s Capitation List under a mis- 
apprehension, and instructions have been 
given for them to be restored to the list. 


DUNDALK POSTMASTERSHIP. 


Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I, 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, | 


as representing the Postmaster-General, 
will he state the name of the gentleman 


who has been promoted to the postmaster- | 


ship of Dundalk and the name of the 
office he has been promoted from ; whether 
he can say if the vacancy created by the 
removal has been filled up, and by whom ; 


and how many applications were sent in | 
| SCHOOL 


for this vacancy. 


Mr. HANBURY: Mr. Robert Swale) 


has been promoted from the Postmaster- 
ship of Coleraine to that of Dundalk. 


{7 Juty 1899} 
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question of the establishment of a lifeboat 
station at Port of Ness as soon as the 
harbour works are complete, will steps be 


‘taken to finish the works at an early 


The vacancy at Coleraine has not yet beer | 


filled up. It may be necessary to revise 
the salary for the incoming Postmaster of 
Coleraine, and candidates have not yet 
been invited to apply. 


BRIDGE 
MENTS. 


CROLLY 


inspectors of 


POSTAL ARRANGE. | 


Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, | 
as representing the Postmaster-General, | 
when the promised daily delivery of | 


letters at Crolly Bridge, Bunbeg, county 
Donegal, will be commenced. 

Mr. HANBURY: Authority has been 
given for affording a delivery of letters at 


| lifeboat station at the Port of Ness. 


date. 

*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) : The Secre- 
tary for Scotland had not heard of any 
application for the establishment of a 
He 
would be glad to see the harbour finished, 
but cannot intervene further than he has 
done in the dispute that has been going 


, on for some years between the trustees and 


the contractor. 


Mr. WEIR: What steps have been 
taken to bring to an end the dispute 
between the trustees and the con- 
tractors ? 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: We 
have done everything in our power to 
bring it to an end ; of course, we cannot 
interfere directly. 


INSPECTION IN SCOTLAND. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, having regard to a statement 
on page 6 of the Education Report for 
the Northern Division of Scotland for 
1898, made by one of Her Majesty’s 
schools, that he has only 
been able to get through the work of 
inspection by giving to it every one of 
his holidays, will he make arrangements 
so that this inspector gets his full annual 
leave of absence this year. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: As I 
have already stated, the Department is 
prepared to consider any case in which 
inadequacy in the staff for the proper dis- 


‘charge of the work of inspection is 


Crolly Bridge every week day, and the | 


arrangements will be brought into opera- 
tion with the least possible delay. 


PORT NESSAND THEROYAL NATIONAL | 
that this inspector has sacrificed his holi- 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | 


LIFEBOAT INSTITUTION. 


Advocate whether the Secretary for Scot- 
land is aware that a lifeboat is urgently 
needed at Port of Ness, Island of Lewis ; 
and, having regard to the fact that the 
Secretary to the Royal National Lifeboat 
Institution has announced that his Com- 
mittee will be prepared to consider the 





thoroughly established, and will endea- 


vour to arrange as far as possible that the 
annual leave of the inspectors be not 
interfered with; but no pledge of the 
nature suggested can be given with regard 
to any public official. 


Mr. WEIR: Having regard to the fact 
days in the past, will the right hon. 
Gentleman see that he at least gets his 
full leave this year? 

[No answer was given. | 


Mr. WEIR: I shall call attention to 
this on the Estimates. 
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Board have only been able to help in the: 
case of applications from Inverness-shire, 


179 Questions. 


PORTMAHOMACK HARBOUR. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state what amount of 
local subscription in aid of the improve- 
ment of Portmahomack Harbour would 
be considered by the Secretary for Scot- 
land as sufficient to warrant him in| [reland if his attention has been directed 
approaching the Treasury for a special to the proposed Orders relating to the. 
grant in aid of the work. ee in the Court of Bankruptcy, 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Since reland, published in the Dublin Gazette of' 


. 16th June, 1899; whether he is aware. 
the 12th May the hon. Member has given asi ge et f ; 
notice of four questions with reference to that the Official Liquidator (Ireland) Bill, 


the grant of Government money for the | eam No. nage ie 7 So ag: 
improvement of the fishing harbour of | Ft “Co nilliorsth: yen bye pen ae rad 
Portmahomack, in the Dornoch Firth, | “06 7overnment in ee 


. poe | said Order is an exact copy of one that 
The estimated cost of these improvements |appeared in the Dublin Gasetle of 10th 


is £4,500, a sum above the limit of grants : i 
under the West Highlands and a | August, 1896, which the Lord Chancellor 
? | of Ireland declined to sign; what objec- 


Works Act. The parish is not a congested | 


IRISH BANKRUPTCY PROCEDURE. 


Mr. CAREW (Dublin, College Green) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 





. | ti rer ived against the confirma- 
one, so the harbour cannot be aided from tions were received aga ee — 


the funds at the disposal of the Congested | tion of that Order, and what were the 


—— urged in these objections ; and 
| at whose request are the proposed changes 
now being made, and what grounds have 


Districts Board. A Standing Committee 
has recently been appointed to inquire | 


into applications from local authorities for | tele nse rope Dagger 
Government assistance in constructing 2° 8!Ve" sk Heit Si 


harbours. The Treasury have ruled that} THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
cases should only be referred to this Com-| IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
mittee—first, where the local authority will derry, N.): The answer to the first 
undertake and be in a position to ensure | paragraph is in the affirmative. In 
the permanent maintenance of the har- | answer to the second paragraph, the Bill 
bour ; and, secondly, where two-thirds of | 1n question, after having been amended 
the whole cost is provided from local or | in Committee, was either withdrawn by 
outside sources. When the Secretary for | the late Government or dropped. There 
Scotland is satisfied that these two condi- | appears to be some resemblance between 





tions are complied with in the case of 
Portmahomack Harbour, he will be happy 
to refer it to the Committee. 


SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, having regard to the fact that 
on page 9 of the Report of the Congested 
Districts Board, it is stated that the 
Board have received applications for new 
holdings, or for the extension of existing 
holdings, from the island parts of the 
counties of Argyll, Inverness, Ross, and 
Shetland, will he state how many such 


‘one of the clauses in that Bill and the 


latter part of the Order referred to, inas- 
'much as under both the official assignees 
|are eligible to be appointed official 
| liquidators. The Dublin Gazette was not 
| published on the 10th August, 1896, and 
/no such Order appeared in any copies of 
the Gazette published in August of that 
|year. The Gazette of the 16th June, 
1899, contains the print of provisional 
| Rules recommended by the Rule recom- 
| mending authority (which includes all the 
Judges of the High Court), and before 
| they are made final any public body can 
submit objections for consideration. 


applications have been received from each | 


county ; and whether it has been found 
possible, up to the present time, to accede 
to the request of any of the applicants. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Iam 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that six applications have been 
received from Argyllshire, three from 
Ross-shire, twenty-nine from Inverness- 
shire and one from Shetland. So far the 


ULSTER ASSIZES. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
'to ask Mr. Solicitor General for Ireland 
| why the winter assize for Ulster has been 
held in either Belfast or Derry for many 
years past ; and will the City of Armagh 
again be passed over this year. 

THE SOLICITOR GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Dunpar Barton, 
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Armagh, Mid.) was understood to reply 
that he was not responsible in this 
matter. 


IRISH INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Nenagh magistrates recently committed to 
industrial schools the children of two 
widows, on the ground that they were 
destitute, and without visible means of 
support ; will he state by whose orders 
the children were turned out of the 
schools, and were afterwards dropped 
out on the railway platform at Nenagh 
without anyone to look after them (their 
mothers having left), and without having 
ahome to go to; were any steps taken 
beforehand to quash the magistrates’ 
order as illegal, and is there any official | 
machinery for superseding such orders 
without appeal or resort to legal tribunals ; 
is he aware that the Nenagh justices then 
a second time committed the children to 
industrial schools, on the ground that 
they were found wandering, and not 





having any house or settled place 
of abode or proper guardianship or | 


visible means of subsistence; was | 
this commitment an act within the | 
jurisdiction of the justices ; if not, was it 

quashed by any competent tribunal ; does | 
the order remain on record as a valid | 
commitment, and by what authority did 
the Castle officials once more command 
the managers of the schools of Birr and 
Galway to turn the children out ; is he | 
aware that a lad of eleven years was in | 
consequence deposited for the second time 
on the platform at Nenagh, having neither 
a home nor friends to go to, and that the 
sisters of mercy in charge of the Birr In- 
dustrial School refused on the second 
occasion to turn out the little girls ; will 
he state who is the official responsible for | 
overruling a legal decision; on what 

powers is he proceeding ; and do the 

Government propose to take any steps in 
the matter. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, Cen- | 
tral): This question appears to refer to | 
the cases of four children, three girls and | 
a boy, who were committed to industrial | 
schools by the magistrates at Nenagh | 


| the children. 
quashed. One was on the face of it bad 
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and an orphan, The orders of committal 
were not only contrary to fact, the 
mothers of the children being alive, but 
were bad in law, since they were not in 
accordance with the form prescribed by 
Statute. The magistrates were afforded an 
opportunity of amending the Orders, but 
the Chairman stated it was impossible to 
amend them so as to bring the cases 
within the Act of Parliament. In these 
circumstances I had no alternative but to 
direct the discharge of the children. 
This was done by me on the 10th of April. 
The boy left the school on the 26th of 
April ; he was accompanied by one of the 
Christian Brothers to Limerick and there 
handed over to a person to be conveyed 
to Nenagh. On his arrival at Nenagh he 
went to his sister, who was in domestic 
service. On the 29th of April an appli- 
cation was made to the magistrates for 


| his recommittal, as well as for the recom- 
|mittal of the three girls who, I may 


observe, were still detained in the indus- 


trial school and were not, as a matter of 


fact, discharged from the school until the 


5th of May. On the 6th of May the 


magistrates recommitted the four children 
on the ground that they had been found 
wandering and had no visible means of 
subsistence. The mothers of these 
children, who on the occasion of their 
first committal were described as orphans, 
disappeared when the order for their dis- 


| charge was issued on the 10th of April. 


Having carefully reviewed all the facts of 
the cases, I was forced tothe conclusion that 
the situation of the children in having on 
the second occasion been found wandering 
and without visible means of subsistence 


'was the result of an arrangement 
deliberately designed to qualify the 


‘children for admission to an Industrial 


School, and did not arise from a natural 
course of events. I, therefore, again 
exercised the authority vested in me by 
the 33rd Section of the Industrial Schools 
Act of 1868, by ordering the discharge of 
Neither of the Orders was 


and made without jurisdiction, and the 
other was obviously procured by the con- 
trivance I have mentioned. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What tribunal 
decided that these Orders were bad in 


Petty Sessions on the 25th February last, | law? On what ground does the right hon. 


the ground of commital stated in each| Gentleman presume 


to exercise the 


case being that the child was destitute | authority of a court of justice ? 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : The Industrial 
Schools Act gives the Chief Secretary 
absolute discretion to discharge children. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: But what tri- 
bunal decided that the Orders were bad 
inlaw ? What tribunal has power except 
the Court of Queen’s Bench ? 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: That is not 
the question. The Chief Secretary has 
the power. 





Mr. T. M. HEALY: That is not my | 
point. The magistrates made the Orders, 
and the right hon. Gentleman. has stated 
that they were bad in law. The right 
hon. Gentleman is not the law. The only 
court with power to review the Orders is 
the Court of Queen’s Bench. If the right 
hon. Gentleman thinks the Orders are bad 
in law, why does he not direct his 
Attorney-General to quash them % 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Chief 
Secretary is actually empowered to dis- 
charge the children. Of course he acts 
on the advice of his legal officers. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I ask what 
tribunal decided that the magistrates’ 
order was bad. I did not ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether or not he had 
power to discharge the children, but by 
what authority he decided that the 
decision of two magistrates was bad in 
law ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
Gentleman has answered the question. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: No, Sir. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: He has said that no 


Court overruled the decision of the magis- 
trates, but that he has acted under an Act 
of Parliament which empowered him to 
discharge the children. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: I will call further 
attention to this matter. I do not ques- 
tion his discretion to discharge. What I 
have questioned is his right to describe 
the Orders as illegal. Is he a new 
Removable Court ? . 





MONAGHAN LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ELECTIONS. 
Mr. MACALEESE : I beg to ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the | 


{COMMONS} 


similar annual holidays ; 
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local government elections amounted in 
the gross to a sum of £1,351 12s. 1d, 
although certain candidates in several of 
the divisions received a very small number 
of votes; and whether, in view of this 
expenditure, he can now see his way to 
devise means by which such contests may 
be discouraged. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I believe the 
cost of the first elections in County 
Monaghan amounted to the sum stated. 
It must be borne in mind, however, that 
there were twenty county council elee- 
tions and seventy district council elections 
to be arranged for, and that a consider- 
able portion of the sum mentioned was 
applied in the purchase of ballot boxes 
and compartments which will be available 
for future elections. As regards the 
second paragraph, I have nothing to add 
to my reply to the hon. Member's previous 
question of the 8th June on the same 
subject. 


IRISH INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS 
CIRCULAR, 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland has he received a copy of a 
resolution passed by the Monaghan 
County Council respectfully asking for 
the withdrawal of a recent circular 
affecting the usefulness of industrial 
schools in Ireland; and if he, giving 
heed to this and other representations to 
the same effect, can advise the Lord 
Lieutenant to withdraw the circular in 
question. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have re- 
ceived a copy of the resolution referred 
to in the first paragraph. In answer to 
the second paragraph, I have nothing to 
add to the replies previously given by me 
on this subject. 


HOLIDAYS OF IRISH POOR LAW 
OFFICIALS. 
Mr. YOUNG: (Cavan, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Local 


| Government Board of Ireland propose to 


make arrangements, by regulation or 
otherwise, for securing to the Poor Law 
officials, other than dispensary doctors, 
and what is 
now the number of such annual holidays 


allowed to such doctors. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The regula- 


sheriff's account for the County Monaghan | tions with respect to the duties, etc., of 
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Union officers are now being revised by 
the Local Government Board, and the 


question of annual holidays to Poor Law | 


officials will receive consideration in con- 
nection therewith. 
the new Dispensary Regulations an 


annual vacation not exceeding four weeks | 


is allowed to dispensary medical officers. 
No similar fixed rule has been hitherto 
laid down with respect to other Poor 
Law officials. 


RIVER BAKROW DRAINAGE. 

Dr. MACDONNELL (Queen’s County, 
Leix): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
has received a resolution from the Queen’s 
County County Council requesting that a 
grant should be made from the Imperial 
Exchequer for the purpose of completing 
the drainage of the River Barrow ; and if 
it is the intention of the Government to 
meet the wishes of the Queen’s County 
County Council. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A copy of the 
resolution referred to has been received. 
I am afraid I have nothing to add to my 
replies to previous questions on the sub- 
ject of the Barrow drainage, or to the 
communications already addressed by me 
to local bodies on the same subject. 


IRISH LUNACY GRANT. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the | 


Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can allay the apprehen- 
sion created in some districts in Ireland 


that there will be delay or non-payment. 


of the equivalent for the 4s. grant for 
lunatics in consequence of the new ar- 
rangements under the Local Government 
Act. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: On the 16th 
June the Bank of Ireland was authorised 


to pay out of the Local Taxation Account | 


the claims of all the asylums in Ireland 
in respect of the year ending 31st Decem- 
ber, 1898, which had come in by that date 
audited and certified by the auditors. 


The claims of four asylums only were out- | 


standing on the 16th June ; two of these 


have since been received and paid ; the | 


remaining two will be paid when 


received. 


IRISH TITHE RENT-CHARGE. 


{7 Juty 1899} 


Under Article 28 of | 
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Memorandum on the Irish Tithe Rent- 

| charge Bill will be circulated. 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This Memo- 
randum is not yet quite ready, but there 
will be no delay in laying it on the Table. 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury—with reference 
to what appears to be an official com- 
munique in The Times newspaper this 
morning with regard to the despatch of 
troops to South Africa—whether he has 
any statement to make to the House of 
Commons on the subject. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Lam not aware that the statement 
which appears in Zhe Times is a com- 
muniqué, but I have to say, since the 
right hon. Gentleman asks me, that no 
contingency has yet arisen which, in the 
opinion of the Government, necessitates 
any material increase in the forces now 
stationed in South Africa. But, in 
existing circumstances, we think it is 
necessary to bring that force up to a 
proper standard of efficiency and mobility. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 

It is not with regard to the bringing up 
‘of the forces already in South Africa to 
a certain state of efficiency that I wish to 
inquire. It is as to this paragraph in an 
apparently official statement— 

“ The Commander-in-Chief has been engaged 
in oe the organisation and composition 
of the larger force which it will be necessary 
to despatch to South Africa in the event of 
the negotiations at present in progress with 
the Government of the Transvaal proving 
unsuccessful.” 

It is with regard to that—a new declara- 
tion of Government policy—that I wish 
to ask. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, there 
is no declaration of policy in that para- 
graph. But I conceive that the War 
Office would be extraordinarily wanting 
in the most obvious duties if they were 
not prepared for any emergency, how- 
'ever undesirable and however unlikely, 
which could possibly arise. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton- 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ' shire) : May I ask whether the officers 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland when the Treasury 


| stated in this communiqué to be going out 
| to South Africa to organise the forces are 
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to go into the Cape Colony and into Natal {two or three years many of the: Scotch 
to organise them; and, if so, is it with | Votes have not been discussed at. all.. 
the consent of the Ministers of those 


apemest Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not! #!Ways regret that the hon. Member had. 
oT ; |not full opportunity of expressing his. 


know. : 
views. 





ComMANDER BETHELL (Yorkshire, | 
Holderness): Can my right hon. friend Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
inform the House in what circumstances | Scotland) : Can the right hon. Gentle- 
these special officers are likely to be used, | man see his way to give more thani one: 
and against what enemies of the Queen? | day to the discussion of the Home Office 
= ior | Vote. There were a great many subjects 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. My | to be raised, one of them Seine a 
hon. and gallant friend is quite as much r 
of a prophet as I am,and it would require 


the gift of prophecy to predict all these rp 4 J, BALFOUR: I believe that 


tion. 


contingencies. | there was a discussion last year on the 
ae , eet | subject to which the hon. Member refers, 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. | but he will agree that my difficulties are 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, | considerable. The hon. Gentleman next 
Bridgeton): I beg to ask the First Lord | to him wants another day for Irish Supply; 
of the Treasury ‘when it. is proposed to | the hon. Gentleman himself wants another 
resume consideration of the Scottish Votes | day for the Home Office Vote ; my hon. 
in Committee of Supply. and Gallant Friend wants a day for the 

7 Admiralty Vote ; and the hon. Member 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot at.) for Ross wishes three days to be given to 

present make any statement about Supply. , Scotch Votes. : 

[ have promised, as regards next Friday 

to give an answer to the right hon.) yf SWIFT MacNEILL: There was 
a the Leader of the Opposition, no discussion of vivisection last year on 
in ERY OO: TROLS BE PLONE. | the Estimates. I raised the question on 


. .., | the Appropriation Bill, and, quite rightly, 
Mr. DILLON: May I ask with [| was called to order by the Speaker 


reference to the motion for devoting three | 
additional days to Supply, w hether the | 
Government will give one of those days 
to the consideration of the Irish Votes. 


three times in five minutes. 


| BOAR * EDUCATION BILL [Lords]. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have nothing | ee es 
to add to what I said yesterday with 
regard to Irish Supply. Three days have 
already been devoted to it, and I am not 
in a position to say at present that it will 
be possible to give more time to it. I 
shall have to see how the number of : 
allotted days works out divided among) Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
the various competitors for time. Standing Committee to be printed. (No. 

| 270.) 
ADMIRAL FIELD: Can the right hon. : ; : 

Gentleman say when the Shipbuilding | Bill as amended in the Standing Com- 
and Admiralty Votes will be taken. /mittee, to be taken into consideration 


Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. (No. 270.) 


: ' upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. | (Bill 265.) 
Mr. WEIR: I wish to ask the right; | SUPPLY (ADDITIONAL DAYS). 


hon. Gentleman whether he will give | Ordered that three additional days be 
three days to the Scotch Estimates, and | allotted to the Business of Supply —(Mr. 
whether he is aware that during the last | Balfour.) 


teported, with Amendments, from the: 
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SUPPLY [18th ALLOTED Day]. 
‘Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
Civi. SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1899-1900. 
Cxiass III. 


1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£39,232, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the yearending on the 3lstday 
of March, 1900, for the Salaries of the Law 
Officers’ Department ; the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Department of the 
Solicitor for the Affairs of Her Majesty’s 
Treasury, Queen’s Proctor, and Director of 
Public Prosecutions ; the costs of prose- 
cutions, of other legal proceedings, and of 
Parliamentary agency.” 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to move to reduce 
this vote by £455 for the purpose of call- 
ing attention to the very unsatisfactory 
manner in which the Attorney-General 
and Solicitor-General are paid. They are 
remunerated by a system of salaries and 
fees. The system is a bad one. 


and I hope that, in his reply to me, the 
hon. and learned Gentleman will be able 
to give me some assurance that steps are 
being taken in that direction. I wish also 
to call attention to the allowance for per- 
sonal clerks. Since the Attorney-General 
and Solicitor-General are paid by salary 
and fees, they surely ought to be able to 
provide the sum necessary for paying 
their personal clerks. Certainly the tax- 
payers should not be called upon to pay 
it. I believe the Attorney-General gets 
a salary of £6,000 or £7,000, and, in 
addition, a nearly equal amount in fees. 
The Solicitor-General receives very nearly 
as much, and I do think that, if these 


gentlemen had any modesty at all, they | 


would be ashamed to charge this paltry 
sum for their personal clerks. I beg to 
move. 


Motion made and question proposed— 


“That Item A be reduced by £455, in respect | 


of the Allowance for Personal Clerks.”—(Mr. 
Weir.) 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I do 


not know whether I shall support this 


{7 Juty 1899} 


I think | 
they should be paid by salary entirely, | 
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reduction or not; it depends entirely 
upon the answer of the Solicitor-General. 
I do think that some explanation should 
be given to the Committee in regard to. 
the system under which the Law Officers 
of the Crown are paid. A new system 
of remunerating the Law Officers has. 
recently been adopted by the present 
Government. There was a good deal of 
trouble for six or seven years in con- 
nection with this matter. The late 
'Government established a method of 
payment which enabled the House of 
| Commons to know exactly how much 
| both these officers received, but this 
| Government has adopted the unusual 
/course of reverting to the old system 
|of payment by salary, supplemented 
iby fees for contentious business. 
|We were promised three years ago 
|a Return in continuation of a Paper 
\laid upon the Table showing tbe total 
|emoluments of the Law Officers. I am 
| told, however, that that Return has not 
been made, and I suggest that that is a. 
| breach of a distinct promise given to the 
'Committee. There is only one further: 
question I wish to raise, and that is in 
| connection with the Railway Commission.. 
| We have sometimes criticised that body 
_very severely. I believe that the salaries 
of the Commissioners are included in this: 
| Vote. They have done some useful work,, 
especially in regard to workmen’s trains,. 
and I should be glad if the hon. and 
learned Gentleman could give us some 
details of the work accomplished, and 
some information as to the number of 
days the Commission has sat. 





THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir R.. 
B. Frntay, Inverness Burghs): In reply 
to the hon. Member for Ross, and _ his. 
‘complaint of the charge for personal 
clerks, I would remind the Committee 
that under the old system these clerks were 
paid entirely by fees, and when the change: 
took place and the salaries of the Law 
Officers were made to cover all contentious 
business it became necessary, of course, to- 
make a new arrangement for the pay- 
ment of clerks. An understanding was 
accordingly come to that a certain allow- 
ance should be granted for them. There 
had been a want of continuity in the Law 
Officers’ Department, and it was found 
| necessary some years ago to establish a 


Department where these clerks on modest 


salaries might be able to keep up the con- 
tinuity of the work. I do not think the 








191 Supply 


‘Committee will see anything to complain | 
of in an arrangement of that kind. The 
other items in the Vote have reference to 
the cost of criminal prosecutions incurred | 
in connection with cases taken up at the 
public expense, and I do not think I need 
dwell upon them. I am not prepared to 
give the number of sittings of the Railway 
Commissioners, but I may say I think the 
public have every reason to be satisfied 
with the way in which the work is done. 
‘With regard to the Return which the hon. | 
Member for Islington says was promised | 
by the Attorney-General, I do not 
remember the circumstances, but I will 
make inquiry, and Icanassure himthatany 
pledge given by my hon. and learned 
friend will most certainly be carried out. 


Mr. LOUGH: I really think the reply | 
of the hon. and learned Member is | 
rather unsatisfactory. Unfortunately 
the Attorney- General is aw ay, and he is 
not likely to be here when the Report of this 
Vote is taken. I do not think we should 
part with the Vote until we get an| 
answer to my question. It is admitted 
that a change has been made in the 
system of remunerating the Law Officers, 
and we want to be able to compare the 
new system with the old system. We 
discussed this point three years ago, and | 
we were promised a Return showing the 
exact amount received by the ” Law | 
Officers. That Return we have not yet 
received. I should like to point out, 
further, that no explanation appears on | 
the Votes in connection with the items | 
lettered B, C, D, E, and F. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
‘This is a motion to reduce a particular 
item, and the Debate must be confined to 
that item. 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: I can only repeat | | 
that I will inquire exactly what took | 
place, and if the Return was promised it | 
certainly shall be prepared. 


Mr. WEIR: Can the hon. and learned 
‘Gentleman state the exact amount he has 
received by way of fees, in addition to his 
salary of £6,000 ? , 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: I am afraid I 
cannot answer that, but of course the 
figures will appear in the Return. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask leave to 
withdraw my motion, in view of the 
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| if no explanation is to be given ? 
| the object of the letter is to indicate that 
' there is an explanation elsewhere. 
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promise that we shall have this informa- 
tion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. LOUGH: Can the hon. and learned 
Gentleman give any further explanation 
as to items B, C, D, E, and F? They 


cover a sum of £50,000 or more. 


These are the 


Sm R. B. FINLAY: 


costs of criminal prosecutions in cases - 
‘taken up at the public expense. The 
| Committee will see that, to give fuller ex- 


planations in the Votes of these items, 


| would really mean furnishing the bills of 


costs incurred in these criminal prosecu- 
tions and other proceedings. It would be 
an almost impossible task to do this. 


Mr. WEIR: What about item C? Is 
there any special business warranting the 
increase in that ? 


It is an involun- 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: 


| tary increase due to the nature of the 
business and the greater proportion of 
costs recovered. 


It is an increased ex- 
pense which has resulted in a reduction 
in the amount of outstanding costs. 


Mr. LOUGH: I think we ought to 
have further information given us in re- 
gard to the miscellaneous law charges. 
Why are the letters printed in the Votes 
Surely 


Sir R. B. FINLAY : I think the practice 


| pursued on this occasion is that which is 


always pursued, and if we were to give 
all these minor details complaint would be 

made of expense uselessly incurred in 
printing them. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


2. £13,200, to complete the sum for 
Miscellaneous Legal Expenses. 

3. £206,527, to complete the sum for 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 

4, £16,742, to complete the sum for 
Land Registry. 

5. £29,714, to complete the sum for 
County Courts. 
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*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): What is being 


done to carry out the understanding 
which was come to last year with regard 
to the taking of steps for the reduction of 
fees ? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAansury, Pres- 
ton): Something has been done in that 
direction, although there has not been 
a general revision. Of course, there are 
two opinions as to whether it is desirable 
to make any considerable reduction. This 
complaint really arose in regard to the 
smaller cases, and while, on the one hand, 
the fees charged did seem unduly high, 
on the other it was a question if they did 
not have some effect in discouraging the 
grant of credit by tradesmen. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness-shire): I see 
there is an increase in the fees of £1,500. 
Is that due to any change in the scales ? 


Mr. HANBURY: No change has been 


made. 


Dr. CLARK: There is a new charge 
of £2,000. What is the meaning of 
that? Are you appointing any more 
judges or other officers? This is an 
entirely new charge. 


Sim R. B. FINLAY: The Committee 
is aware that a great deal of new work 
has arisen in connection with the Work 
men’s Compensation Act. These expenses 
are incurred in connection with that. 


Dr. CLARK: What is the money 
spent for, or what is it to be spent 
upon ? 


Sr R. B. FINLAY: This is an item 
in respect of the remuneration of arbitra- 
tors appointed under the Act. 


Dr. CLARK: I think there should be 
some inquiry into the working of the 
county court system in England. In 
Scotland the cost is very much less, and 
there we do for 2s. 1d. about as much as 
two guineas is charged for in England. 
I think the cheaper Scotch system ought 
to be introduced into this country. 


Vote agreed to, 


6. £40,968, to complete the sum for 


Police, England and Wales. 


{7 JuLy 1899} 


_or two of those judges. 
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7. Motion made and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum not exceeding 
£415,161 be granted to Her Majesty to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
charge which will come in. course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1900, for the expenses of 
the Prisons in England, Wales, and the 
Colonies.” 


*Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) : I rise to move the reduction 
of this Vote in respect of the imprison- 
ment of debtors. I did so. last year 
simply on the general lines that debtors 
were subjected to discipline which was 
not general, which, in fact, does not obtain 
in Scotland. I think it is very unfair 
that we should be called upon to pay a 
quota of the expense of maintaining 
8,000 debtors in England, while England 
contributes nothing for any similar pur- 
pose in Scotland. This year there is much 
greater necessity for calling attention to 
this matter. Owing to an Act passed last 
session the treatment of debtors in English 
prisons has been greatlyaggravated. With- 
in the last couple of months a circular based 
on the Bill passed last year has been issued, 
and it has called forth strong comments 
from several county court judges. I wish 
to give the Committee the opinion of one 
On Ist May 
the Birmingham County Court judge, 
Judge Whitehorn, after announcing 
that he had received a_ circular 
from the Home Office informing him 
of the changes which had been made 
in the treatment of debtor prisoners, said 
there were three main alterations of 
which it was only right public notice 
should be taken. The first was that, 
although hitherto debtors had been 
allowed to obtain their food and drink 
from outside the prison, under the new 
rules they would receive an allowance of 
food similar to that prescribed for 
offenders of the first division who did not 
maintain themselves. I would ask, does 
the increased sum of £8,000 now asked 
for the maintenance of prisoners represent 
the amount required for providing food 
for these debtors? Again, as the 
| learned judge pointed out, they are to be 
| required to work at their own trade or at 
|some industry. They will receive the 
| whole of their earnings, subject to a de- 
| duction for the cost of their maintenance 
; and the use of implements furnished by 
| the prison.. That means that for the first 











195 Supply 


itime in I do not know how many years 
‘since the introduction of reforms in our 
prison system debtors are to be put on 
compulsory work. Hitherto they have 
been confined in prison under the fiction, 
not that they owe money, but that 
they have refused to obey an order of the 
court. Now they nominally remain under 
the rule sanctioned by the right hon. 
Gentleman as civil prisoners. There is to 
‘be some slight difference made between 
them and criminal prisoners. 


Mr. DILLON: None. 


*Srrk CHARLES CAMERON: Theo- 
retically there is to be a difference, butinall 
material respects their position is assimi- 
lated to that of criminal prisoners. The 
learned judge went on to say that the 
ithird chief change was, that whereas these 
prisoners formerly had a common room, 
for use in the daytime, they were, in the 
future, to be confined to their cells at all 
times except when at chapel, and at 
exercise. Was there ever such a retro- 
grade movement in connection with the 
treatment of civil prisoners? Certainly, 
the debtor is still to be allowed to wear 
his own clothes, but it is only due toa 
vote given in the Committee upstairs 
that they are not to be put into prison 
‘clothes. Again, theyare to be kept separate 
from the criminal prisoners, and that too, 
I think, was owing to something we did 
upstairs. In future they are to be allowed 
to receive only one visitor and write and 
receive one letter a week. I do not know 
what the rule in regard to that has 
hitherto been in England, but I do know 
what it was in Scotland before imprison- 
ment for debt was abolished. There they 
were allowed to receive any reasonable 
number of visitors and to write any 
reasonable number of letters. Why 
should you prevent a man who is in 
prison in consequence of his financial 
difficulties from communicating with 
friends outside with a view to securing 
financial assistance? Why limit him to 
one letter a week? The County Court 
judge further went on to point out what 
would be the effect of these new rules 
upon his practice. Inasmuch as the 
punishment was made much more severe, 
and as the debtors were being brought 
nearer to the status of criminals, he 
thought that the commitment for forty 
days, which was deemed sufficient under 
.the old system, would find its equivalent 
Sir Charles Cameron. 


{COMMONS} 
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in twenty days under the new system. 
Judge Edge, of the Clerkenwell County 
Court, has also expressed somewhat 
similar sentiments, and he added that he 
would require in the future to be satis- 
fied more definitely as to a man’s 
means of paying before he made a 
committal order. Probably that is not 
a perfectly accurate record of what the 
learned judge said, because, as a matter 
of theory, a judge has all along been ex- 
pected to satisfy himself as to the debtor’s 
means of paying before committing him, 
But the fact is, that these cases are got 
through in a most hurried style, and that 
the evidence received is often of such a 
nature that it is altogether unworthy of 
| the name of evidence. Still this judge 
has said that he will be more stringent in 
future in exacting proof of means. My 
contention is that this is a retrograde 
movement in the treatment of debtors, 
and that instead of it we ought to be 
progressing with a view te getting im- 
| prisonment for debt really abolished. The 
| right hon. Gentleman will, no doubt, tell 
_ the Committee that debtors are to be sub- 
| jected to compulsory work in consequence 
| of the report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee presided over by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Leeds. 
I do not wish to contest the position 
‘taken up in that report, that if 
‘debtors are kept in prison it is better 
that they should have some employ- 
iment. But if you are going to make 
the debtor a criminal, then I think 
that affords us the best argument 
that can be advanced for the total 
abolition of imprisonment for debt. 
Whoever heard of a rich bankrupt who 
'would not pay his debts being sent to 
prison? All the 8,000 debtors kept in 
prison together probably among them do 
not owe as much as that gigantic debtor, 
Mr. Hooley, whom the Public Prosecutor 
refused to have anything to do with. 
We had the same system working in 
Scotland, only not quite so bad. In 
England debtors are maintained at the 
cost of the State, and not as was the 
case in Scotland at the cost of the in- 
carcerating creditor. Twenty years ago 
we abolished every vestige of imprisonment 
for debt in Scotland. Why should the 
State step in in the case of these small 
debtors to give the creditor the means of 
enforcing payment, which is not done in 
the case of the rich? Whatis the result of 
| this system? Who are the debts eventually 
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collected from? Why, the screw is put not | 
on the debtor, but on some of his or her | 
r relatives, who often have to pawn | 
everything they can to get the person out | 
of prison. I may be told that imprisonment | 
for debt does not exist, but that it is im- | 
prisonment for contempt of court ; but 
that seems to me to be an absurd theory. 
I am not an advocate of allowing 
anything in the shape of fraud to escape 
punishment, but under Scottish law the 
or man who commits a fraud is just 
as liable to criminal proceedings as the 
rich man. What is the result under the 
English system? It may be that some | 
pedlar manages to induce a poor man’s 
wife to buy goods which are certainly not 
necessary, and the husband may know 
nothing about the debt until he is brought 
up before the County Court judge. | 
Evidence is given as to his wages, and he 
is ordered to pay a certain amount, but 
he cannot do it, and he goes to prison. 
But does imprisonment purge that man’s 
debt ? Not at all, for he may go to prison 
again and again, and still be as deeply in 
debt as ever. It is, however, different with | 
the rich man, for he never goes to prison 
at all. The rich man gets his discharge | 
unless there is something very bad against 
him, if he can scrape together 10s. in the 
£. I know a case where a bankrupt put 
all the money he received into his wife’s 
account. He then took all the debts upon 
his own shoulders and went through the 
Bankruptcy Court, and he got his dis- | 
charge despite all the protests which his 
creditors could make against him. This 
system doesnot exist in any other civilised 
country but our own, and it is a barbarous 
system. I protest against this Vote, 
because under last year’s Prisons Act the 
treatment of debtors has been made in- 
finitely worse, because they have been re- 
duced, if not quite to the statusof criminals, 
to something very nearly approaching it. 
That is a retrograde movement on the 
part of the right hon. Gentleman and his | 
advisers in these matters, and the question | 
seems to me to call for a pronouncement 
of opinion on the part of this House, that 
the time has come when imprisonment for | 
debt should be abolished. I beg to move 
the reduction of this Vote by £500. 


{7 JuLy 1899} 


; condition 
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Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I am very 
glad that this question has been raised 
to-day, for I believe that the alteration 
made in the treatment of prisoners for 
debt was a retrograde movement. There 
can be no doubt that under the present 
regulations debtors are reduced to the 
and status of criminals. I 
remember the time when the debtors’ 
prison was one of the pleasantest 
places possible to go in, providing you 
had agreeable friends. I have spent many 


| pleasant hours in the Debtors’ Prison, 
| Dublin, where we had a tennis court, and 


where the prisoners were allowed to have 


their friends to spend a pleasant evening, 


Since the abolition of the old Debtors’ 
Prison system you have lowered the 
status of the unfortunate debtor to that 
of the criminal. Whatever the pretext 
may be for imprisonment—whether it be 
contempt of court or treason—the offence 
of all these individuals who are imprisoned 
really is that they refuse to pay when the 
court thinks they are able to pay. The way 
the problem presents itself to my mind is 
that youought not to imprisonany man who 


| is not guilty of a crime ; and the question 


is, Is the refusal to pay a debt a crime ? 
I hold that it is not. I believe a great 
public benefit will be done by directing 


the attention of the public to the fact that 


a large number of persons are condemned 
to imprisonment as debtors without any 
of the protection to which the ordinary 
citizen is surrounded when charged with 
acrime. A debtor, I hold, is not guilty 
of a crime according to modern ideas, 
In olden times I know he was, and was 
subjected to most cruel tyranny. I main- 
tain that a man who refuses to pay when 
he is able to pay is not guilty of .a crime. 
He may be guilty of a moral offence, but 
we do not punish men for moral offences, 
If a man is guilty of fraud he ought to be 
proceeded against for fraud, and ought to 
be treated as acriminal, and be afforded 
the same protection as other criminals, 
The judges alluded to by the hon. Member 
have had recourse to a remedy of their 
own, and they have cut down their 
sentences accordingly, in order to com- 
pensate for the increased severity of the 
prison rules. A great many judges, how- 


-ever, would take no notice of this, and 


Motion made, and Question proposed— | 
“That a sum, not exceeding £410,161, be | 
granted for the said Service.”—(Se Charles | 
Cameron.) | 


would proceed to deal with debtors as 
before. [was much surprised to hear that 
the whole system had been swept away in 
Scotland. The system does prevail in Ire- 
land, and it is used ina reckless way. Some 
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of the judges are in the habit of committing | similar recommendation had also been 
people for different periods of imprison-| made by former Prison Commissioners. 
ment for contempt of Court with reference | and other high authorities, and it was 
| with a view to carrying it out that the 


to the non-payment of instalments and 
other similar offences. Men and women 
are lying in gaol in Ireland who have 
been there for many months without any 
proper trial, and who, under these new 
regulations, are treated as criminals, 
although they are first-class misde- 
meanants—although they have not, as a 
matter of fact, been guilty of any crime 
whatever. Iam extremely glad that the 
hon. Member has brought this matter 
before the attention of the House. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
WuitE Rip.ey,. Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I am not prepared to defend the law of 
imprisonment for debt, but I would 
remind the hon. Baronet opposite that the 


state of the law in England, at all 
events, is that a debtor who, being 
able to pay, is adjudged to pay 
and refuses, is sent to prison. 


It is under those circumstances, not under 
the very agreeable circumstances men- 


tioned by the hon. Member for East Mayo, , 


which remind one of a story by Dickens, 
that a debtor is sent to prison. At 
present it is the practice of the county 
courts that a man is sent to prison who is 
able to pay his debts, but refuses to pay 
them. I am not prepared now to argue 
in favour of the maintenance of that law ; 
but if I were so inclined, I venture to 
say this is not the occasion to deal with 
it. So far as the Prison Commissioners 
are concerned, I am sure it is no advan- 


tage to them to get this class of prisoner | 


into prison. The hon. Baronet is perfectly 
right when he says that I based this 
reform upon the recommendations of 
a Committee presided over by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Leeds, and appointed by my right hon. 
friend and predecessor, whom I see 
opposite. That Committee recommended 
in the strongest terms that it was high 
time that a less difference should be 
made between ordinary prisoners and 
debtors than had been the custom ; that 
various abuses had grown up, and that 
there was no reason why these men 
should not be compelled to work. It was 
regarded as an abuse that they should 
earn two or three shillings a day by 
refusing to pay their just debts, and all 
at the expense of the 


Mr. Dillon. 


country. A 


first step was taken under the Bill of last 
year, by giving power to Prison Com- 
missioners and Governors to stop the 
providing of meals from outside for these 
debtors. The second point refers to the 
obligation compelling them to work. [ 
quite agree with the hon. Baronet that it 
is not a question of fraudulent debtors, 
but of debtors guilty of nothing but re- 
fusing to pay what they are ordered to 
pay. Ihave had not only the Report of 
the Committee, but frequent representa- 
tions from Prison Visiting Committees in 
3irmingham and other centres, com- 
plaining of the grievous trouble there 
was in dealing with this class of 
prisoners ; that the latitude allowed 
them was very subversive of discipline, 
and that it was a gross abuse of the law 
that this should be done at the public 
Therefore I proposed, in 


expense. 
connection with the Bill, certain rules 
to be laid before the House, with 


the full knowledge of the Committee, 
and the Bill became an Act. It is not 
correct to assert that debtors are prac- 
tically criminal prisoners. The only pri- 
vilege taken away has been the privilege 
to provide their own meals and the privi- 


lege of not being compelled to work. If 
the hon. Gentlemen concerned in this 


matter will turn to page 50 of the Parlia- 
mentary Paper they will see how care- 
fully the position of a debtor has been 
guarded. He is allowed to wear his own 
clothes, if sufficiently clean, and is not 
compelled to work at any penal kind of 
labour or any work allotted to a prisoner 
under a hard labour sentence. He can 
choose the character of his work, so far as 
possible, but it must be of an industrial 
character. I have already had evidence 
that these rules have given great 
satisfaction to many of these men. 
That is a distinct advance. The hon. 
Baronet imagines that these men are kept 
perpetually shut up. The rule is that 
debtors, when they can possibly work in 
association, do so, and if they work in 
their cells the cell doors are open. So far 
from there being any complaint the con- 


‘trary has been the case, and I cannot 
understand how 


the new rules can be 
held to be a step backwards. I can quite 
understand that it might be well if, as in 
Scotland, imprisonment for debt were 
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abolished, but that does not concern this | 


Vote. These men are committed to 
prison under the law, and I believe the 
Act of last session enables them to be 
better treated. It is in no way a hardship 


to them, and does not compel them to | 


associate with criminal prisoners. 


*Str CHARLES CAMERON : I intend 
to divide the Committee on this question. 
Every time is, I am told, not the proper 
time to bring it up, but if the right hon. 
Gentleman is open to consider the ques- 
tion of imprisonment for debt, and will 
give us an indication of his willingness to | 
appoint a Select Committee, of course, 
not this year, to inquire into it, that will 
be a different matter. Otherwise, I shall 
have to take every opportunity I can find 
to call attention to the matter. May 
I take it that the right hon. Gentleman 
will hold out any hope of an inquiry ? 


Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I am cer- 
tainly not able in a matter not connected 
with my Department to give any such 
pledge. 


CAMERON : The 
hon. Gentleman described a 
under the new system as a 
prosperous and contented animal — as 
a man earning 30s. a week. Why, 
let him earn it by all means; en- 
courage him to work. But the difference 
between the criminal and the civil pri- 
soner always has been that labour was 
wholly optional in the case of the latter, 
though compulsory in the case of the 
former. The right hon. Gentleman says 
these men work in association, but the | 
rule is that when they are not at work or 
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at exercise they must lie in their cells. I 
| do not know whether the cell doors are 
open or shut. He said nothing regarding 
_ the restriction of communication with the 
outside to one visit or letter a week. 
Why should a man be prevented from 
|writing letters because he happens 
|to be a debtor? We had a_ large 
| Committee consisting of twenty Members 


| which inquired into the whole system of 


imprisonment for debt in Scotland, and 
they were unanimously of opinion that it 
should be abolished. A number of these 
debtors are men who become securities, 
and though legally responsible for the 
debt they have incurred. no moral fault. 
It might be for the convenience of the 
Committee if we had a Division on this 
question now, and then the consideration 
of the Vote can be resumed. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen, 


_W.): [agree with what the hon. Baronet 


has said with regard to imprisonment for 
debt. I certainly understood—during the 
Committee on the Bill of last session— 
that the Home Secretary himself was 
rather inclined to the view that imprison- 
ment for debt should be abolished alto- 
gether. I hope that he entertains that 
view and that he will do all he can to 
bring this question before the Govern- 
ment. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
Questions that can only be dealt with by 
legislation cannot be discussed in Com- 
mittee of Supply. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 75; 
Noes, 212. (Division List, No. 228.) 
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Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. LOUGH: The question I wish to 
bring before the right hon. Gentleman is 
the trzatment of the warders, and prison 
labour generally. I think the warders in 
the prisons have been singularly patient 
in regard to their grievances, but there 
have been constant expressions of opinion 
upon them in my constituency. I have 
communicated with the right hon. Gentle- 
man on the matter, and I must say that 
he has taken, to a certain extent, a sym- 
pathetic attitude, and if he would only 
goa little further | would not put the 
Committee to the trouble of a Division. 
There are 2,700 warders of all grades 
employed in metropolitan prisons, and, 
therefore, it is a large class of civil ser- 
vants. It cannot be said that they are too 
well treated. They commence as assist- 
ants at £60 a year, with an increment of 
£1 a year till they reach £68. The 
principal warders begin at £70 a year, 
which rises by annual increments of £1 to 
£78—which is 30s. a week. These men 
have had a great many new duties thrown 
upon them by the recommendations of the 
Prisons Committee, who, while they con- 
sidered the case of the prisoners, left out 
of consideration the treatment of the 
officials. The chief complaint of these 
officials is that they have to work a great 
deal too long hours. It may be said that 
though these hours are long, the work is 
ofa mere routine and easy character ; but 
though physically the work may not be 
severe, the strain is constant. The 
shortest hours they are on duty are 
seventy-four or seventy-six hours per 
week, and they run up to ninety-eight 
hours per week. If that is true the 
right hon. Gentleman must agree that it 
requires some consideration. They have 
also to work on Sundays, and to put in 
overtime for which they are not paid. 
The most serious grievance they have 
got is night duty. Their night duty is 
the longest spell of duty that any servant 
of the State has to do at the present 
time. 
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Mr. Anstruther. 


commencing at six o'clock in the evening 
and going on constantly till six o’clock 
in the following evening. It is true they 
are allowed to lie down at intervals, but 
they arealways liable to be called up, and 
very frequently they are called up. But 
even with that qualification, that is too 
long a spell of duty. I understand that 
in many prisons this night duty is 
enforced three times a week, although 
the ordinary course is five times in 
two weeks, but I think that twice 
a week at most is quite. sufficient, 
and that is a reform to which [ 
think the attention of the hon. Gentle- 
man ought to be devoted. Another 
grievance of these men is that they. are 
subject to a very severe system of fines. 
We have protested in this House against 
the system of fines in factories and ware- 
houses, and I do not see why the State 
should not in this respect set the example. 
The scale of fines has been recently raised 
for all sorts of petty offences which I will 
not detain the Committee by quoting. 
But these men can be fined up to 5s., which 
makes a considerable hole in their weekly 
wages. I think this question ought to be 
considered by the right hon. Gentleman, 
and that the fines should be abolished, 
and that instead of fines a better system 
of discipline ought to be substituted. 
Then there is another question with re- 
gard to the clerks. They are very 
dissatisfied with the method of promotion, 
and there are few opportunities that are 
open to them in contrast with those they 
were led to expect when they joined the 
service. The only other point I wish to 
put is that there are two or three men in 
my constituency who think that because 
they have made reasonable complaints 
they have been harshly treated by the 
Home Office. There is an idea that they 
are made martyrs if they make any com- 
plaint. I will not move a reduction of 
the Vote if the right hon. Gentleman will 
give me a sympathetic answer. I will ask 
him three questions: (1) Whether he is 
willing that an inquiry should be made 


It lasts over thirty-six hours— | into these matters; (2) if the hours of 
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labour—and this is the principal point— 
are found to be as long as, or nearly as 
long as they are represented, whether 
some reasonable reform will be made ; 


and thirdly, whether he will give an | 
assurance that none ot the warders who | 


bring forward a matter in a reasonable 
way shall be subject to any disabilities, 
and if any case of that kind is brought to 
his notice whether he will put the matter 
right. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): I would 
like to back up the appeal of my hon. 
friend to the Home Secretary on behalf 
of two classes of public servants, the 
prison clerks and the prison warders, and 
particularly the case of the prison warders. 
As the right hon. Gentleman knows, I 
have had close connection with prison 
warders for quite a number of years, and 
I must say that while their duty was to 
make my stay under their charge as 
unpleasant as possible, I always sympa- 
thised with the position which they hold. 


Really the prison warder, in the dis- | 


charge of his duty to the public, has to 
undergo a kind of half penal servitude 
existence himself. He has to submit to 
semi-imprisoument in order to fulfil the 
duties he undertakes to discharge for the 
public. Then, again, a great responsibility 
is thrown upon him—more so than on 
any other class of public servant—con- 
sidering the little remuneration he gets for 
the work. He has to be more vigilant than 
any other public servant during the whole 
time he is on duty, and as my hon. friend 
has pointed out, night duty is specially 
hard in hiscase. I think, taking all these 
facts into consideration, these men are not 
paid as they ought to be by the public 
funds. I eannot ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to borrow much that is worthy 
of imitation in the public life of America 
just now, because America seems to be 
following the bad example of England in 
many respects, but in the matter of pay- 
ment for duties of this kind, in the matter 
of remunerating prison warders, America is 
farmore generousthan this country is. The 
same may be said in reference to the 
salaries paid to the prison warders in the 
Australian Colonies. In every one of 
these colonies to which I have been I 


have found that the pay and the condi- | 
tions of service are much more favourable | 


than they are in this country. I trust, 

therefore, that the right hon. Gentleman 

will take the case of prison warders and 
Mr. Lough. 
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| prison clerks into his consideration, and 
will try and see that these men get a 
| better wage for their duties. 


MaJor - GENERAL GOLDSWORTHY 
(Hammersmith): I only wish to add one 
word in support of the appeal of the 
| prison officials. It is necessarily mono- 
tonous and irksome to be continuously 
associated with prison people, and I would 
suggest to the Home Secretary that he 
should take into consideration the 
desirability of giving the officials more 
recreation and more- opportunities for 
promotion. 


Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : There can 
‘be no question that the post of the 
warders is a very monotonous and irksome 
one, and at the same time considerable 
responsibility is attached to it. I am, 
therefore, not surprised that hon. 
Members should say that they are not 
adequately remunerated. I have taken 
some pains to look into the matter. The 
hon. Gentleman who asked me certain 
questions spoke of the duties which are 
imposed on the officials by the new Act of 
Parliament, and it is perfectly true 
that those duties have increased as 
regards the number of books that have 
to be kept, and other matters. The 
hon. Gentleman has also said that the 
hours are too long. Upon that subject I 
am quite prepared to admit that there is 
room for improvement in various direc- 
tions. The hon. Gentleman will recollect 
that in 1891 a Committee, presided over 
by Lord De Ramsey, went into the ques- 
tion of the hours of prison warders, and 
the standard which was then fixed has 
more or less been the rule since. They 
recognised that ten hours a day were about 
the standard hours of work. I find that 
the hours work out on the average at 
about 8}? per day, with certain excesses 
at Holloway, Wandsworth, and Penton- 
ville. As regards night duty, I believe 
that night duty takes place in one prison 
two days a week, and in all the other 
prisons one day a week. But what is 
night duty? It is going on duty at 
eight ; from eight to ten having to sit in 
the mess room, or wherever the official 
likes—though, of course, he is liable to be 
called upon—and then from ten to six he 
is at liberty to goto bed. Then there is 
the question of evening duty. There is 
/no doubt that at Holloway, which is the 
| great receiving prison for London, the 
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evening hours, which ought to be} 
from six to eight, are very often’ 
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titled to discuss the position of things 
in Scotch prisons ? 


extended up to nine and ten by reason of | 


the frequent admissions. I admit that this is | 


a state of things which ought to be | 
remedied, and I will give my attention to 


*THue CHAIRMAN : He is entitled to 
move a reduction on the ground that the 
English officials are paid too much, 


it. Ithink, however, the present state of | 


affairs can only be improved by some _in- 
crease in the staff. 


the present moment in. communication | 
with the Treasury with that object in| 
view. With regard to the clerks, I have | 
no figures before me, and no particular | 
item of which I ean speak. I can, how- 
ever, say that I have done my best to. 
secure some promotions, and the position | 
of clerks has been greatly improved. 


Dr. CLARK: I am glad that some- 
thing is going to be done for English 
warders and English prison officials, and 
if I move a reduction of this Vote, I move 
it because we have in Scotland a class of 
men of the same character who are very 
much worse paid. In England, chaplains 
are, on the whole, paid a fair salary. The 
salaries begin at £300, and are increased 
to £400. But in Scotland they begin at 
£200, and are only increased to £300. 
A Scotch chaplain has to undergo a very 
severe training, and he requires to spend 
seven or eight years’ hard work before he 
can be ordained. A commencing salary 
of £200 a year, therefore, is too small, 


I have for some time | 
been considering the matter, and I am at | 


Dr. CLARK: I do not say that the 
English officials are paid too much, but 
that the Scotch officials are paid too little. 
You cannot get a decent class of men to 
enter your service if you pay them so 
‘miserable a sum. I think the position of 
our Scotch medical officers ought to be 
considered as well as the position of 
‘the English warders, and I therefore 
beg to move the reduction of the Vote by 
£100. 

Motion made, and Question  pro- 
posed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £415,061, be 
granted for the said Service.—( Dr. Clark.) 


ViscounT CRANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter): On behalf of my constituents, I pro- 
test against the action taken by the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Caith- 
ness. Because he thinks he has a better 
opportunity for raising a Scotch question 

‘upon this Vote than upon another, he 
raises it now when Scotch Members are 
elsewhere. I think, considering the large 
amount of time which is given to Scotch 
Members, we might be spared this occasion 
for the purposes of English Members. 


and you cannot expect to get a good class | 


of men. If I appear to be moving the re- 
duction of the English level down to the 
Scotch level, it is really for the purpose of 
raising the Scotch level to the English. 
But after all I move this reduction 
rather from the standpoint of the 
medical profession than from that 
of the clerical profession. I daresay the 
function of a clergyman is a very useful 
one, but the medical officer is absolutely 
necessary, and I think under the prison 
system even in England the profession is 
not overpaid. In England the salaries of 
medical officers start at £400 and are 
increased to £500. I do not say that 
that is too much, and I move my Amend- 
ment more for the purpose of levelling up 
than of levelling down. But in our 
Scotch prisons the same class of men 
begin at £200 a year. 


AN HON. MEMBER: On a point of | 
order, is the hon. Gentleman really en-_ 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen, 
W.): Iam very glad that my hon. friend 
has brought up this question, as this is 
very likely the only opportunity we shall 
have of discussing a matter of great im- 
portance to our country, and the Home 
Secretary will no doubt be glad enough 
to—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
What I said was that the hon Member for 
Caithness was entitled to move a reduc- 
tion of the Vote on the ground that the 
salaries paid to the public officials to 
whom he referred were too great, and 


, that he could use an illustration to show 


that they were too great. I do not think 
a discussion of the Scotch question is in 
order. 


Dr. CLARK: Under the circumstances, 
I do not wish to put the Committee to the 
trouble of a Division, but I can tell the 








211 Supply 


noble Lord that the only chance we have 
of getting anything is to plead poverty 
continually, as Ireland has done. We are 
taxed to the highest extent possible, and 
at the same time we are underpaid. I 
beg to withdraw my motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


*Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): The 
new rules for the government of convict 
and local prisons have too recently come 
into operation to enable us to discuss them 
at any great length ; but my object this 
afternoon is to call the attention of the 
Home Secretary to the question of educa- 
tion in convict and local prisons. I think 
the matter was considered by a Depart- 
mental Committee in 1885, and the facts 
showed a great deficiency of education in 
prisons, and there was a general con- 
sensus of opinion that an improvement in 
the selection of the subjects of education, 
and in the education itself, was desirable. 
There is an appalling amount of ignorance 
prevailing among the prison population of 
this country, the number of those who 
can neither read nor write is enormously 
high, and the standard of education given 
is of the lowest character. This being so, 
it is a matter of great regret that under 
the Bill of last year not a great deal has 
been done with respect to this matter. I 
am not altogether an admirer of the 
American system, especially that adopted 
at Elmira; still it is, in regard to 
prison education, an example which it 
would be desirable to follow. I earnestly 
appeal to the right hon. Gentleman to 
give his sanction to the proposals which 
the School Board are making with refe- 
rence to the local prisons in London. 
Last year, under the School Board, some 
lectures were held in one prison with 
great advantage, and they only entailed 
a small amount of extra labour in the 
prison. I think the right hon. Gentleman 
might go a little further and allow 
an evening continuation school at the 
prison at Wormwood Scrubs. I do not 
say the persons who do not wish to 
attend should be compelled to do so, and 
I believe very few of the prisoners would 
refuse to attend if asked. At the same time 
the discipline of the prison would be very 
little disturbed by it. I think such a 
departure would be productive of very 
great good. There is one other subject 

Dr, Clark. ; 


{COMMONS} 


I would like to refer to, and that is the 
plank bed. Mr. Justice Mathew, in 
sentencing a prisoner at a recent assize, 
used some remarkable language with 
regard to the hardship and the in- 
humanity of the practice of the use of a 
plank bed. I trust the right hon. 
Gentleman will do the utmost in his 
power to limit the use ofit. If that were 
done I am sure a good deal would be 
accomplished in the way of prison reform 


Mr. LOUGH: I merely desire to 
refer to the answer given to me by the 
right hon. Gentleman. The right hon. 
Gentleman has shown by that answer 
that there is a conflict, as to the facts of 
which I wish to get to the bottom. He 
said that the average hours were from 
seventy to ninety a week; but I think 
that must be for the whole of seven days. 
The right hon. Gentleman explained that 
the night duty was not nearly so onerous, 
that it extended from eight o’clock in the 
evening to six o'clock in the morning. 
But the warders have told me that they 
have to do that after a regular day’s 
duty, which has terminated at six or 
seven o'clock in the evening. I shall be 
glad if the Home Secretary will inquire 
into these two matters of Sunday duty 
and night duty, and if the statement of 
the men is correct no doubt the matter 
will be put right. I would also ask 
whether it is correct that punishment has 
been inflicted upon any warder for making 
complaint on these matters in a proper 
way. 


Sm M. WHITE RIDLEY: I cannot 
answer off-hand, but I will inquire, and if 
the hours are as the hon. Member sug- 
gests, the matter shall be put right. 
As to any warder being reprimanded for 
having made complaints, | am sure the 
Commissioners would not be influenced by 
such a circumstance. Upon the question 
of education, it is a well-known fact that 
it is largely the uneducated classes that 
compose the prison population. It is cer- 
tainly very desirable to do what we can 
to improve the education of such 
prisoners, and under the new rules very 
considerable steps have been taken. Every 
prisoner under the age of forty, and not 
up to a certain standard, is entitled to 
four hours’ instruction per week. The 
conditions in that respect are much in 
advance of what previously existed. 
With regard to the proposal of the London 
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School Board, referred to by the hon. 
Member behind me, that is quite new to me, 
and I should have considerable hesitation 
about accepting it without a great deal of 
consideration. It is a subject I should refer 
to the Prison Commissioners for a report. 
It is perfectly true that the last report of 
the Prison Commissioners does point out 
how lamentably short of any reasonable 
standard the great bulk of our prisoners 
are, but they also state that in the case 
of prisoners under thirty vears of age, 
there has heen a considerable increase in 
the educational standard. 


Mr. DAVITT: I am very glad to 
hear of the great progress which has been 
made in the way of providing education 
for illiterate prisoners, and I hope that 
further facilities will be provided in that 
direction. The right hon. Gentleman is 
going to take the case of prison warders 
into consideration. Will that include the 
salaries and duties of female as well as 
of male warders ? 


Sik M. WHITE RIDLEY: Of course. 


Mr. DAVITT: I am glad to hear that, 
because I have heard that the women 
who have to perform this very dis- 
agreeable duty are not paid at a similar 
rate to that of the men. 


Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I beg the 
hon. Member's pardon. I made no 
promise as to salaries, but only to inquire 
whether the hours are excessive. 


Mr. DAVITT: Lunderstood the right 
hon. Gentleman would take that as well 
as other matters into consideration, and 
as he generally brings a very fair mind to 
bear upon these questions I hope, with 
the facts which have been put before him, 
he will really consider whether or not 
male and female warders are underpaid 
for the discharge of this very troublesome 
duty. With reference to the support of 
what are called Imperial convicts in 
Australia and Tasmania, the amount 
stated in the Vote appears to be rather 
large for the maintenance of the few still 
remaining. I went to see some of them 
when I was out there, and they appeared 
to be mostly old men. Is the right hon. 
Gentleman satistied from the reports he 
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gets that these convicts are really in 
existence ! [I assume he has some data 
which will satisfy him whether the 
number is decreasing. 


Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: There is 
no doubt about the accuracy of the 
figures. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, East): Before 
the Committee pass this Vote, I think it 
is only right that some expression should 
be given to our gratification, both to the 
Home Office and to the Prison Commis- 
sioners, at the comparatively small area 
of criticism which their administration 
has offered during the last year. I say 
this, because of all branches of adminis- 
tration prison administration is, perhaps, 
the most difficult in its details, if not in 
its general principles. Undoubtedly, as it 
is conducted in these days, it is subject to» 
a much greater amount of public attention: 
than used to be the case. During the 
past year there have been introduced, 
with the general assent of all parties im 
the House, a number of changes in our 
prison system, all of which are in the 
direction of greater humanity and elasti- 
city. It is gratifying to find from this: 
Debate that the result of those changes 
has been not to increase but rather to» 
curtail the area of legitimate criticism, 
and I do not think we should be doing 
justice to those who have charge of this 
very responsible part of administration if 
we did not offer chem our congratulations- 


Question put, and agreed to. 


8. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£124,195, be granted to Her Majesty, to- 
complete the sum necessary to detray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1900, for the Expense of 
the Maintenance of Juvenile Offenders in 
Reformatory, Industrial, and Day Indus- 
trial Schools in Great Britain, and of the 
Inspectors of Reformatories.” 


*Sirn CHARLES CAMERON : I move 
the reduction of this Vote by £500. This: 
has been a mischievous item of ex- 
penditure. A Departmental Committee, of © 
which I was chairman, appointed in 1894 
to inquire into the subject of the industrial 
and reformatory schools in Scotland found 
that the children were educated not under 
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the Scotch code but under the English { Caprary SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : My 
code, and that instead of being inspected | hon. friend has referred to the Report of 
by the Scotch inspectors of education | the Scotch Departmental Committee. May 
they were inspected by English inspectors. | I, in support of his argument, call the 
The result is that the education of these | attention of the House to the Report of 
children is kept back, and they are sent | the Reformatory and Industrial Schools 
forth into the general community ear-| Committee of 1894? They recommended 





marked as children who have received | 
their education in either a reformatory or | 
industrial school. Last year the right | 
hon. Gentleman promised to give this 
matter his consideration, but nothing has | 
been done. The Committee to which I | 
have referred recommended that these 
schools should be transferred from the | 
jurisdiction of the Home Secretary to | 
that of the Secretary for Scotland. 
It was also found that many of the | 
children in these schools had _pre- | 
viously passed the English fifth standard 
two or three times, while if the schools | 
had been under the Scotch code they 
could have been advanced to the sixth 
or ex-sixth standard. No legislation is 
needed to put that particular matter right, 
but by a stroke of his pen the right hon. 
Gentleman could direct that the education 
should be given according to the Scotch 
eode, and the inspection be by Scotch 
inspectors. The benefits of such changes 
are obvious. There is a still greater mis- 
chief arising out of that anomaly. It is 
not good for them that these boys and 
girls should be constantly reminded of 
having been reformatory school pupils. 
It is desirable that all such connection 


should be forgotten, and that the children | 
should be allowed to mingle, without being | 


ear-marked, among the general population. 
But when these children go forth, if they 
speak of any educational matter they at 
once betray their ignorance of the current 
arrangements in Scotch schools, and 
immediately they will be asked where 
they were educated. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will give some 


satisfactory assurance that this simple | 


and obvious defect will be grappled with, 


and the recommendations of the De- | 
partmental Committee in this respect | 


earried out. No such anomaly prevails 
in Ireland, as there the management of 
reformatory and industrial schools is 
under an Irish Board, but that, however, 
is a different matter. I beg to move the 
reduction of the Vote by £500. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £123,695, be | 
granted for the said Service.”—(Sir Charles 
Cameron.) 


Sir Charles Cameron. 


that the Scotch schools should be transfer- 
red to the Scotch Office, so that there is no 
difference of opinion among experts, or 
_among those who are well able to judge, 
that this transfer should take place. It 
seems to be merely a matter of persuading 
| the Scotch Education Department and the 
Home Secretary to move in the matter, 
_and really to carry out what is certainly 
‘most desirable in the interests of the 
| Scotch educational system. 


| Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I hardly 
understand what the hon. Baronet means 
‘by English education being given in 
Scotch industrial schools. They are all 
under the rule of a managing committee. 


*Strr CHARLES CAMERON: They 
are inspected by English inspectors, who 
examine the children under the English 
code, and the education is absolutely 
different from that in other schools. 


Sm M. WHITE RIDLEY: I cannot 
understand why the managers of the 
industrial schools could not secure the 
examination of their pupils under the 
| Scotch code if they desired it. So far as 
that question is concerned | am at one 
with the hon. Baronet. My Department 
is in thorough agreement on the subject; 
we are perfectly willing that arrangements 
should be made for the Scottish Depart- 
ment to be responsible for their own 
schools. Last year there was a Bill 
drafted, but there was some difficulty 
with the Treasury, and it was not intro- 
duced. I should not have the slightest 
objection to seeing the Bill introduced 
jand carried at the earliest possible 
moment, but I am afraid it cannot be this 
session. 


*Sm CHARLES CAMERON : After 
that statement I do not wish to press my 
Amendment. The right hon. Gentleman 

-cannot understand why this thing is 
‘done, but it is done, and that is a matter 
| which does not require a Bill to deal with 
'it. I am sorry the Scottish Education 
Department does not deal with the 
| question. 
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Sirk M. WHITE RIDLEY: The} 
Scottish Education Department has | 
nothing to do with these schools; they | 
are under the Home Office. | 


{7 JuLy 1899} 
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ing in those ships is the most expensive 
that could be devised, but not too 
expensive if the human _ material 
turned out was in proportion to the cost. 
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| The material turned out is not adequate 


*Sir CHARLES CAMERON: Then 
surely the Home Office could get the 
Scotch schools to introduce Scotch 
standards, so as not to differentiate the | 
children in reformatory and industrial 
schools by means of their education. 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


ADMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne): 
I want to raise the question of the) 
whole system of management of these | 
reformatory and industrial schools, in- 
eluding school ships. I cannot get ' 
any attention paid to the common- 
sense views which I have enunciated 
and which have been supported by the 
Departmental Committee. I have pre- 
viously alluded to the Report of that 
Committee, but nothing has been done to | 
carry out their recommendations. That. 
Committee. go further than I ever ven- 
tured to go, but I agree with their conclu- 
sions in the main. I am debarred from | 
drawing the attention of the House to 


thepresent condition of things, owing tothe | 


fact that the last annual Report of the 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools 
Inspector has not yet been laid before 
Parliament. 
happy-go-lucky system which has been in 
force for many years, and the Home 
Office pay no attention to remonstrances 


to the expense, because the Home Office 
goon in a happy-go-lucky fashion and do 
not attend to the report of their own 
inspector. It should be provided that 


only healthy, strong, and sound boys 


should be put in our ships at all. These 


‘are State ships, and they should be able 
/to turn out sound human 
supply a great deal of the waste which 
'must of necessity go on in the Navy. 


material to 


of the lack of 


Everybody complains 


| British seamen in the Mercantile Marine, 


and various remedies have been sug- 
gested. Some reformers desire to increase 


‘the number of our training ships, but 


they have made out no case for doing so. 


Our training ships are commanded by 


Naval officers, and I know some of them 


are almost broken-hearted because they 
| cannot turn out better results. Iam afraid 


my right hon. friend will again content 
himself with giving me a similar answer to 
that which he gave last year——namely, that 
this question will be considered, and that 


| due attention will be given to my obser- 


vations. No doubt he will tell us again 
that the ships do a great deal of good. I 
do not deny that, but my point is that 
they might do a great deal more good if 


| they were worked on common-sense prin- 


We go on with the same | 


ciples. I want the Home Office to stop 
the entry of all boys sent by committals 
from the magistrates, who are no judges 


as to whether boys will make good sailors 


made by their own officers. As far as the | 


land schools go, I am willing to take it | UW 
| did all in their power to facilitate the 


that they are doing noble work, but they 


would do more good work if the Home | 
‘Office would give that attention to the | 


question which it really deserves. 
are really State schools. We are called 
upon to vote £264,195 for this school 
system, of which only £23,500 comes 


Yet the State practically makes no con- 
ditions that the material turned out 
should be utilised to bear fruit for the 
good of the State. If the system was 
properly worked the healthy and sound 
boys might be trained as recruits for the | 
Army, which, as we all know, sorely | 
needs them. But my chief objection | 
has to do with the industrial and reforma- 


These | 


or soldiers. Such boys ought to be com- 
mitted to the land schools in the first 
instance. If the Land Schools Committee 


transfer of healthy lads, sound in wind 
and limb, then our training ships would 
turn out double the numble of sailor boys, 


-and I think everything tha. is possible 
‘should be done to encourage the transfer 


reducing the light dues. 


of these volunteers. At present these 


from county councils and district councils. | boys are sent to the ships at the age of 
ten and eleven, but, in my opinion, no 
: boy should go to a ship until he is twelve 
years of age. 
| adopted, then the President of the Board 


Hf this suggestion were 


of Trade would not need to talk about 
inducing shipowners to tuke sailor lads by 
If the Home 
Office would only look at this from a 
sailor’s point of view, they would be doing 


tory school ships. The system of train- | a noble work for everybody, but they are 
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not now doing the best that can be done. 
The Home Office do not concern them- 
selves at present to see that they get an 
adequate return for the money expended 
by them. These are practically 
State schools, because the voluntary 
contributions are next to nothing. The 
schools ought to be worked on systematic 
principles in accordance with the recom- 
mendations of the Departmental Com- 
mittee, and they would do valuable 
national work if my suggestions were 
carried out. If these reforms were put 
into operation I should be saved the 
trouble of having to make these observa- 
tions every year. 


Sik M. WHITE RIDLEY: The hon. 
and gallant Gentleman has declared that 
he cannot get any satisfaction from this 
side of the House, and he has also antici- 
pated that I shall again he prepared to 
say that these ships are doing excellent 
work. I may say that I am prepared to 
say that. It is quite true, as the hon. and 
gallant Member has said, that these insti- 
tutions are almost entirely State schools, 
and are supported by the taxpayers of 
this country. It is admitted that they 
are national training ships and that they 
are of national importance, and it is a 
most desirable thing to encourage what 
my hon. and gallant friend has put for- 
ward, and to see that the lads sent there 
are properly trained and turned out as 
willing volunteers for service. The hon. 
and gallant Member has said that his 
annual motion receives very little en- 
couragement, but perhaps he will allow 
me to say that the figures are better still 
this year. I find that the number of boys 
sent from these schools during the years 
1894-95-96 were, to the Army, 1,343; the 
Navy, 343; and the mercantile marine, 
955. For the years 1895-96-97 the figures 
rose to 1,636 for the Army ; 410 for the 
Navy; and 1,065 in the mercantile 
marine. The hon. and gallant Member 
may take those figures as substantially 
correct. As regards the industrial 
schools in 1896, out of 703 boys 382 
were sent to sea; but in 1898 out of 827 
boys 476 were sent to sea, and I do not 
think that is a bad proportion. I think 
from these figures the hon. and gallant 
Member will see that, at any rate, we are 
moving in the right direction. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Admiral Field, 
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9. £21,942, to complete the sum for 
3roadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum, 
Resolutions to be reported. 


Cuass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That a sum, not exceeding £96,868, be 
granted to Her Majesty to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the vear ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1900, for the salaries and expenses 
of the Office of Her Majesty’s Secretary 
of State for the Home Department and 
Subordinate Offices.” 


*Stir CHARLES DILKE: The annual 
Debate on the Home Office Vote ought, 
of course, to be based on the year’s work, 
Here, in July, 1899, all we have before 
us is the work of 1897, which was already 
before us in July, 1898, when we dis- 
cussed the Vote, excepting, indeed, mere 
tables and special reports on phosphorus 
and lead, supplementary to the regular 
work of that Department. The lead re- 
port, in its preliminary form, was itself 
before the Home Secretary in July last 
year. We have not received the report 
of the principal lady Inspector, for which 
we asked in February, and which has un- 
doubtedly long since been ready, and is 
always, I believe, given to the House asa 


whole. Why should the reports be kept 
back? Three reasons were given in 
February. Apparently the main reason 


for a delay greater than ever occurred be- 
fore was the preparation of a Bill which 
we have not seen. But in 1895, when 
the Department had a most important 
Bill, the report of Mr. Oram, then Chief 
Inspector, was presented on May 4, and 
was delivered to Members—Part 1 
on June &th, and Part 2 on May 9th. 
We are now told that the Report for 1898 
is to be “ left till autumn, and published 
towards the end of the year”: and the 
analogy of some other lagging Depart- 
ment is quoted. There are some Depart- 
ments which publish their annual reports 
as early as March. Are they to be put 
eight months later. Are we also in future 
to have the Mines Report delayed for six 
months, which is now circulated in May ? 
Last year the trouble of preparing the 
tables was given as a reason for a delay, 
which was, however, much less than the 
delay this year, for we had advance copies 
of the Report just in time for the Vote. 
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The tables this year have already been 
given. We are without the ordinary 
Report of the work, and we do not know 
how the Department is doing its work. I 
said that three reasons were given in 
February for the delay—that of the Bil! 
which | have answered by this case of 
1895; that of the preparation of special 
Reports, of which thelead Report, I believe, 
was really ready before the session, 
and both of which have long since 
been out; and that of reorganisation 
of the Department. Is not that reorgani- 
sation already over? The Bill has been 
dropped, and nothing survives of the 
reasons for further delay. Falling back 
upon all we have upon the work of the 
Department, namely, the 1897 Report, 
we are there told that it is too soon to 
judge of the working of the Truck Act of 
1896, and this forms an additional reason 
why we should have had before us the 
Report of 1898. I cannot avoid moving 
a reduction of the salary of the defender 
of a system under which the work of the 
Factory and Workshop Department can- 
not be judged, for the Committee and 
the House are left in the dark, except as 
regards the special Reports—Reports which 
have not been fully acted upon. For the 
special Report on lead I have only praise. 
Its result, it was admitted in July last, 
ought to be a great improvement in 
special rules, and legislation if necessary. 
dut arbitration on special rules remains, 
against which I gave a notice at the 
beginning of the session, and which has 
been condemned by the present Home 
Secretary and by the two last Home 
Secretaries on the Opposition side. There 
are two private Members’ Factories and 
Workshops Bills before the House. Both 
of them have clauses abolishing arbitration 
in special rules, and there are also many 
other points in the admirable Bill of my 
honourable friend the Member for Ber- 
wickshire, which I hope the Home 
Secretary will include in his. In the 
Debate last year the Home See- 
retary said that it was not easy to get 
special rules, because they must be framed 
in such a way as to be successful on ar- 
bitration ; and he said he 


“had to do the best I could under rather diffi- 
cult circumstances.” 


In that Debate he expressed his agree- 
ment with all of us who urged that 
arbitration on special rules should be got 
rid of ; or, at least, modified “by legisla- 
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tion.” Does the Home Secretary’s Bill, 
as drawn, abolish arbitration on special 
rules? We must insist that that Bill, 
when introduced next year, shall do so. 
It was on this point that we divided last 
year, for the mght hon, Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire asked 
for an undertaking that in 1899 the Home 
Secretary would abolish arbitration on 
special rules—a pledge which in distinct 
terms he did not give. The session of 1899 
has gone without our obtaining this, and 
now we ask for a definite pledge for next 
year. On the 10th April my hon. friend 
the Member for North Monmouthshire 
asked the Home Secretary whether the 
Factory and Workshop Bill to be intro- 
duced this session would contain provi- 
sions such as those suggested by Pro- 
fessors Thorpe and Oliver in their Report 
on lead in the potteries, for prohibiting 
the use of lead for glazing earthenware in 
those kinds of ware in which it has been 
proved unnecessary ; for prescribing the 
use of fritted lead; for prohibiting the 
use of raw lead ; and for prohibiting the 
employment of young persons and women 
as dippers, dippers’ assistants, ware 
cleaners, and glost placers, where lead 
glaze is used. The reply was: 

“The Bill to amend the law which he has 
prepared will give power to the Secretary of 
State to deal, under certain conditions, with 
all these points.” 


In the Debate last year the Home 
Secretary announced that the use of 
leadless glaze was “within measurable 
distance.” But experiment is now being 
made a ground for delay ; and surely we 
should fix a period within which the 
recommendations of Drs. Thorpe and 
Oliver must be adopted ; and this means 
legislation to get rid of arbitration on 
rules. The Home Secretary last year 
appeared to be somewhat opposed to direct 
legislation on lead, but said that a sugges- 
tion which fell from me, that he should 
be given greater power as to special rules 
was “ well worthy of consideration.” This 
means legislation to abolish arbitration. 
He has, however, not only not proposed 
this year the legislation on lead itself, 
which he seemed to promise my hon. 
friend the Member for North Monmouth- 
shire on the 10th April, but not even 
legislation to abolish arbitration on 
special rules, and he has not issued the 
further special rules which he led us to 
expect. Inthe Debate last year, towards 
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its close, my hon. friend the hon. baronet 
the Member for Glasgow asked whether, 
“*Supposing that the Report of the ex- 
perts did not justify the Home Secretary in 
prohibiting altogether the use of dangerous 
substances in the potteries and match 


trade, would he undertake that the special | 
rules applying to those two trades should | 
be strengthened at an early date, and | 


that he would resort to legislation if he 
saw no prospect of arriving at the result 
desired by special rules?” The Home 
‘Secretary answered in the affirmative, 


except that he could not definitely pledge | 


himself as to legislation in this session. 
The pledge, however, was a strong one 
as given, and it led to the hon. Baronet, 
who had spoken for the Amendment, not 
voting against the Home Secretary’s 
salary. 
himself in the same terms, but in words 
involving the early introduction of the 
Bill next year? The Home Secretary’s 
last words last year were, “Of course 
I know that in both matters I must go 
further, and I am going to do so.” 
How far has he done so? We cannot 


find in the cases of lead poisoning 
brought to us from the Potteries | 
any improvement on _ the whole. 


The need for lead legislation is pressing, 
and if I had thought that there was the 
slightest chance of obtaining satisfactory 
legislation this year I should have con- 
tinued to ask for its introduction ; but 
when on the 19th June no date could be 
fixed for that introduction, I foresaw the 
certainty of failure, and declared that, 
sooner than have a mere shred of a Bill 
this year—a Bill making a dangerous 
relaxation of the law with regard to fish 
and jam, and not abolishing arbitration 
upon special rules, we had sooner wait 
for it to be next year, 


the chief measures of the session. On 
the 19th June, however, the Leader of 
the House said that the Home Secretary 
had done so much by way of administra- 


tive action in the dangerous trades—and | 


I think he meant in the Potteries—that the 
need for a Bill was much lessened; that isa 
statement the accuracy of which I entirely 
deny. What has he done since the Debate 
of July last year, and the declarations that 
I have quoted? What of his own ad- 
mission that under the present system he 
can only do the best he can “ under 
rather difficult circumstances”? I will 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 


Will the Home Secretary pledge | 


what it was. 
promised in two speeches of Cabinet | 
Ministers to be this year, namely, one of | 
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| only mention one point in the Lead Report, 
| We are all in favour of the use of leadless 
| glaze, but the potters have insisted on de- 
lay, and, therefore, we ought at once, if we 
follow the advice of Professor Thorpe and 
| Dr. Oliver, to discourage the employment 
of women and girls in the dangerous 
branches. Raw lead is still being used in 
the potteries, in spite of the Report, and 
in spite of the Home Secretary’s advice, 
in vast quantities ; and we seem to be no 
nearer definite action than we were last 
year. With regard to the Phosphorus 
Report, which is also good, the same 
difficulty as to rules and arbitration has 
admittedly arisen. In the use of phos- 
| phorus we are behind other countries. The 
_ Report points out that international agree- 
/ment may not be difficult to obtain in this 
case. Are any steps being taken to bring 
it about? In the Debate last year the 
Home Secretary said that with regard to 
phosphorus he was within measurable 
distance of trying special rules, leaving 
legislation to be considered in the future 
if found necessary. What has he done 
as regards phosphorus since the issue of 
the Report, and since the Debate last 
year? I hope that we shall not again be 
put off with mere dentistry, because we 
had that last year at full length. We 
need still more women inspectors. We 
need one, for example, in the Potteries, 
as was clearly shown last year, and where 
the inspection continues to be feeble. 
We need one in Birmingham and _ its 
neighbourhood for longer periods than at 
present, and I would quote upon that 
subject a letter from a leading trade 
unionist— 

“ A flying visit of a day or two is worse than 
useless, becaus it raises expectations wh ch are 
never realised. If any good is to be done, we 
want someone here for at least two or three 
weeks. . . . Considering the enormous number 
of women workers in Birmingham and the 
district, a residence here for a few weeks of 
one of the lady inspectors is an absolute 
necessity.” 

The same view was put before the Com- 
mittee last year, and I believe the Home 
Secretary will be supported in any con- 
flict he may have with the Treasury 
in order to strengthen this Department. 
When we do see the Factories and Work- 
shops Bill early next year—I trust we 
shall be promised—may we hope that it 
will bea really considerable measure, and 
contain, not only the abolition of arbitra- 
tion on special rules, but such necessary 
clauses on other subjects as, for example, 
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proposals with regard to sweated districts, 


to remedy the complete breakdown of | 
Much, | 
however, may be done, even under the, 


Section 5 of this Act of 1895? 


existing law, with regard to outworkers, 
and, generally speaking, it is certain that 
the existing laws, through the insufficiency 
of inspection, are not adequately enforced. 
Cases are centinually quoted which in- 


spection would remedy, and quoted even | 


by Ministers. The Vice-President of the 
Council recently referred to “ the 
champion boy, who is under six years of 
age, and works in a brickfield at brick- 
making.” That brickfield is probably 
either a factory or a workshop, and the 
employment is illegal. As regards home 
work and sweated districts, the Bill of my 
hon. friend the Member for Berwickshire 
represents my minimum. May we trust 


that we shall have such provisions in that | 


yovernment Bill promised by two Cabinet 

Ministers as one of the principal 
measures of the present year, and which 
we trust we may at least see next year ? 
To delay the Bill beyond the early part 
of next session would be really inex- 
cusable, but whatever may be the promises 
of the Government on that point—and I 
feel the Committee has a right to expect 
them—the delay in the annual Report is 
a matter which cannot be excused, and I 
shall therefore divide the Committee on 
the motion for the reduction. I move, 
Sir. 


Motion made, and question proposed— 


“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the Salary of the Secretary 
of State.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 

Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) : I rise merely for the purpose of 
saying, with respect to certain recom- 
mendations made by the Committee pre- 
sided over by the hon. Member for Ber- 
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mendations of the committee are perfectly 


right ; it is nevertheless obvious that with 
this want of confidence existing any 
legislation based on these recommenda- 
tions would not have that general and 
moral support from all classes concerned 
which can and can alone form the proper 
foundation for legislation of this kind. It 
is undoubtedly thought in the districts 
affected that all the evidence that ought 
to be taken had not been taken, and that 
certain of the recommendations, if carned 
out to the full extent, might go far to 
driving certain industries out of existence. 
In respect to the file-cutting industry, I 
would ask of the Home Secretary, in the 
interests of the working men no less than 
of the employers, that some kind of 
new inquiry should be held before 
any drastic proposal is applied to it. 
The question of the etticacy of the present 
procedure has been raised by the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean. The weak point in the proce- 
dure by arbitration, undoubtedly, is that 
it gives power to legislate for large classes 
in this country to persons who might be 
totally irresponsible to the legislature. 
On the other hand, the procedure does 
contain as an essential part that which 
must be an essential part of any inquiry’ 
by which you arrive at legislative results 
—viz., that there must be some kind of 
local inquiry among the persons _princi- 
pally concerned. All I plead for in 
this case is that there should be 
a full and complete local inquiry. 
The inquiry in particular cases has not 
been so satisfactory and complete as to 
lead to a change in the conditions under 
which the trade has been carried on. I 
hope that the Home Secretary, in the 
course of giving effect to his adminis- 
trative powers, without the aid of further 
legislation, will secure full and complete 
local inquiry. 


wickshire, that I hope the Home Secretary | 


will not give effect to such of them as 
apply to the manufacture and use of 
grindstones and to the cutting of files 
by hand without a further —in- 


quiry in the districts which they 
affect. The recommendations of the 
Departmental Committee have created 
great misapprehension in these 


districts, and have not commanded the 
confidence of either the employers or the 
working classes. Let us assume, for the 
sake of argument, that this apprehension 
is quite unjustified, and that the recom- 


*Mr. L. R. HOLLAND (Tower Ham- 
lets, Bow): I wish to join in the ex- 
pression of regret which fell from the 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean that the report of the Inspector- 
General has not yet been put before the 
House. Surely it must be prejudicial to 
a proper consideration of the Home Office 
Vote that we have no acquaintance with 
the operation and administration of the 
Factory Laws during the last year. I 
should think that there can be no insuper- 

|able reason why the Report should be 


| 
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seven months overdue, and I trust the 
Home Secretary will see that the Report 
is in future in the hands of Members in 
the month of May. If I remember 
aright, the discussion of last year turned 
mainly on two questions—namely, the 
evils associated with the use of raw 
lead and white phosphorus in the match 
industry. It was the opinion of many 
Members of the House that the criticism 
and the proposals made by my _ hon. 
friend the Member for Berwickshire and 
other hon. Members were perhaps too 
drastic and too sweeping, but every pro- 
posal and every criticism made during 
last year’s debate have been more 
than justified in every particular 
by the invaluable reports which have 
been issued by Dr. Oliver and Dr. Thorpe. 
I should think that the Committee and 
the country must be grateful to my right 
hon. friend the Home Secretary for 
having directed such a valuable, minute, 
and authoritative inquiry into the evils of 
poisoning from the use of lead and phos- 
phorus, and the remedies which may be ap- 
plied to them. The contention last year of 
hon. Members who followed my 
the hon. Member for Berwickshire was, 
that as regards the lead trade, the age 
limit was too low, and that the employ- 
ment of all young persons should be 
prohibited in dangerous trades ; that 
either the use of raw lead should be 
prohibited, or that the process should be 
subjected to more stringent regulations 
than are applied to it now. Well, the 
report supported these contentions. 
Doctors Oliver and Thorpe recommend 
that the employment of young persons in 
the raw lead process should be forbidden, 
and a total prohibition of the raw lead 
process. This last recommendation will 
require legislation, as I imagine it cannot 
be effected by special rules. I confess 
that I am not sure whether the time is 
quite ripe for such legislation. However 
that may be, I do urge the Home Office, 
meanwhile, to insist that, at any rate, 


the same special regulations which 
are applied to dangerous _ trades 


scheduled under the Act of 1878 
shall be applied to the use of the raw 
lead process, so far as to absolutely pro- 
hibit the employment of young persons 


where the process is in operation. Surely 
no person under the age of eighteen 


should be exposed at the outset to have 

his whole life wrecked by the diseases 

engendered in the raw lead process. The 
Mr, L. Rh. Holland. 
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application of more stringent regulations 
in the use of raw lead might encourage a 
higher standard of efficiency, by making 
it the interest of employers to discard the 
more dangerous process, and so be free to 
employ young persons. I was glad to 
hear the Home Secretary in answer to 
the right hon. Baronet attribute a con- 
siderable reduction in cases of disease to 
the operation of the specia! rules. In the 
course of the discussion last vear the 
Home Secretary said that the special 
rules would have to be applied to 600 
firms, that 450 had accepted the rules, 
and that 150 appealed to arbitration, | 
want to know whether it is the case that 
those employers who held out for arbitra- 
tion have got the best terms, and have 
obtained the largest concessions. If that 
be so surely it is only another illustration 
of the absurdity of the arbitration clauses 
in the Act of 1891, that in the same dis- 
trict and in the same trade employers 
should be subjected to rules of varying 
stringency, and that the Home Office 
should acqtiesce in that decision. It i 
probable that it is just in those works 
where the special rules in their in- 
tegrity are most needed that these 
concessions have been made. Pe srsonally 
I trust the Home Secretary will see his 
way to fulfil the hopes he held out last 
session, and introduce legislation to get 
rid of this obstacle to the application of the 
special rules which the Home Office think 
it right to apply. I confess that it is a 
fair matter of complaint that legislation 
has not been introduced this session. At 
the same time, I would rather wait for a 
really substantial measure of reform than 
that the House should hurry through a 
slight proposal. Meanwhile, in’ many 
instances itis not so much legislation- 

though some legislation there ought to 
be—as etticient Home Office administra- 
tion which is required, as, for instance, in 
the yellow phosphorus industry. I know 
it is proposed to pr yhibit the use of yellow 
phosphorus, as is done in Denmark and 
Switzerland. But I doubt the expedi- 
ency of doing so. The demand for 
a strike-on-any-place match is very 
deep seated in England. I do not 
think it is established ‘that there is any 
composition which does not contain phos- 
phorus to make a strike-anywhere match 
which has been acommercial success. The 
trade of Denmark and Switzerland is 
not an export trade; but our trade, 
especially in yellow phosphorus matches, 
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js mainly export, and largely with the 
colonies, and the prohibition of yellow 
phosphorus in England, unless it be 
accompanied by international agreement, 
would be only to transfer the trade to 
Japan, Sweden, and Belgium. The inevit- 
able deduction from the Report of Drs. 
Oliver and Thorpe is that the Home Office 
do not employ their existing powers in 
regard to this trade to full advantage. 
I do not know’ what impression 
that Report has made on the minds of 
hon Members, but I confess it has made a 
most unpleasant impression on me, both 
as to the standard of efficiency required 
and as to the efficiency of inspection. The 
medical inspection required under the 
special rules of 1893 is inadequate. But the 
appliances for ventilation and the lavatory 
arrangements are to be such as are satis- 
factory in the opinion of the Home Office. 
Yet wereadinthe Report thatthe works are 
old, that the arrangements for mechanical 
ventilation are far behind those on the Con- 
tinent, that in most of the English factories 
the protection in dangerous processes is 
absolutely incomplete, and that, with one 
exception—in the case of an American 
company which has a manufactory in 
England—-the ventilation and lavatory 
arrangements are not comparable to those 
abroad. It comes to this, that in matters 
in which the health and safety of those 
engaged in this industry are intimately 
concerned, we have to go for precept and 
example to foreign countries. We boast 
ourselves as being pioneers in ventilation 
and lavatory accommodation, and yet we 
find our standard is infinitely below that 
which prevails in foreign countries ; and 
the worst feature of the situation is that 
the standard is accepted by the Home 
Office and their inspectors. That is a 
matter which deserves the serious atten- 
tion of the House. My hon. friend the 
Member for Berwickshire, in an article 
which he wrote, mentioned that the special 
rules of 1894 had broken-down in the 
Potteries district. The Employers’ Asso- 
ciation contested the statement of 
the hon. Member for Berwickshire, 
but only on the ground that the break- 
down was not due to any inherent short- 
coming in the rules themselves, but to 
insufficient inspection ; that it was mani- 
festly impossible for one inspector ade- 
quately to overlook a district containing 
10,000 women workers. Since that a 
new inspector has been appointed, and yet 


we cannot be sure that the inspection is | 
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as efficient as we desire. The efficiency 
of the appliances on which the safety of the 
people employed is dependent, depends 
on the efficiency of the inspection. It is 
clear from the report that the standard of 
Home Office requirements in regard to the 
match industry has not been of a very 
high character. I know that the inspectors 
have got obstacles to contend with, and 
that frequently they are not properly 
supported by the magistrates when they 
bring breaches of the Factory Acts into 
court. But, making allowance for all 
that, it is clear that much of the inspec- 
tion in the case of the Potteries and the 
match factories is not of the best. I 
cannot help regretting that the Home 
Secretary has not seen his way to in- 
vigorate the system of inspection by 
appointing a larger number of women in- 
spectors, who would make reports to the 
chief district inspector. In the East End 
of London, for instance, where a large 
number of women and children are em- 
ployed in the match industry, inspection 
would be more reliable if a woman inspec- 
tor devoted her whole time to the work. 
In the Potteries districts, where 20,000 
women and 12,000 children are at work, 
efficient inspection is of paramount im- 
portance. In view of the whole circum- 
stances and conditions on which inspection 
is carried out, there could be no more 
fruitful subject of inquiry by a_ small 
Commission or a Select Committee, or 
even a Departmental Committee. 


*CapTatIn NORTON (Newington, West): 
I desire to support the appeal made by 
the hon. Member for Bow to the Home 
Secretary, more especially in regard to 
the match industry. The extent of this 
industry is very great, inasmuch as 
matches to the value of £1,500,000 are 
yearly manufactured in this country. Of 
course, it will be stated that when we 
desire to make any improvement in the 
conditions under which these matches are 
made we have to consider the question of 
foreign competition. Iam well aware of 
that. There are 450 match factories in 
Germany and Austria, and 60 in Norway 
and Sweden ; and in one particular place 
in Sweden no fewer than 6,000 persons are 
engaged in this particular trade. There- 
fore the importance of an international 
agreement of some kind cannot be depre- 
cated, and more especially because we are 
led to believe that this is a favourable 
moment to take action in the matter. I 
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am disposed to think that the suggestion 
which fell from the hon. Member for Bow 
has much in it, and that the rules which 
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exist in this country, if stringently carried | 


out under an increased staff of inspectors, 
would lead to a more desirable state of 
things than at present. It is acknow- 
ledged in every country that all the 
diseases from which workers suffer are 
due to the fumes of yellow phosphorus. 
But there is another form of disease— 
fatty degeneration of the kidneys— which 
is manifested in those who work at this 
trade in all countries, although it is not 
sO apparent as other diseases. The 
soundness or otherwise of the general 
health of the workers has much to do 
with the matter. We know that where 
amorphous, or red phosphorus is used 
necrosis does not prevail, and that the con- 
dition of the young persons is frequently 
due to the lowness of wages. If the rules 
in regard to this trade could be made suffi- 
ciently stringent we should not have so 
many young persons employed. The 
principal disease amongst them is anzemia, 
and the one cure for that is large quanti- 
ties of milk and a nourishing diet of flesh 
food. But that diet these young persons 
cannot provide themselves with out of 
their low wages. The next most fatal 
disease is phthisis, and that is brought 
about by bad ventilation. Better venti- 
lation is what is demanded by inspectors 
in their reports. We know that a certain 
number of persons engaged in these trades 
can resist in a greater degree than others 
the approach of special diseases. It is 
found that those who have no taint of 
syphilis, phthisis, or anzemia can resist the 
deadly etfects of the phosphorus fumes. 
Another point which ought to be taken 
into consideration is the very detrimental 
effect which these fumes have on women 
in a certain condition, and in Sweden 
there are very strict rules in regard to 
the employment of women in such condi- 


tion. Manufacturers in every part 
of the world declare that they use 
special mixtures, which are not so 


deleterious as those of their neigh- 
bours. J/’e the special rules, they are so 
framed that by arbitration or private 
agreement, any manufacturer can drive a 
coach through them. As to the restric- 
tions on the amount of yellow phosphorus 
which can be used, we know that in 
certain countries they have reduced it to 
8 per cent., and in Holland it has been 
reduced to 5 per cent. I therefore suggest 


Captain Norton. 
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to the right hon. the Home Secretary to. 
make some rule in that direction. [ 
/come now to another point, namely, the 
great importance of alternative employ- 
/ment. It has been found in different 
| factories that by giving, say, two weeks’ 
| employment in the dipping house—which 
is the worst part of the process—and then 
passing the workers on to other rooms for 
a few weeks, their health is preserved for 
,a much longer period. As regards the pro- 
‘hibition of young persons of fourteen or 
| fifteen years of age, it is almost impos- 
| sible to control them, and therefore I 
_ suggest the desirability of prohibiting any 
person under eighteen years of age from 
‘being employed in this industry at all. 
It is well known that it is especially at 
this period—from twelve and thirteen 
| years of age to seventeen and eighteen 
years of age—that the teeth are most 
likely to go. A young person may be 
taken into a factory whose teeth are in 
| perfect condition, and within a yeara 
large number of these teeth may be found 
to be unsound. Therefore it is the duty 
of the Home Office to protect these 
young persons from the risks peculiar to 
these poisonous fumes. But perhaps the 
/most important question of all is that of 
ventilation. This is a matter over which 
the Home Office distinctly can, by means 
of its inspectors, exercise control, and it 
is known that the introduction of a 
certain arrangement for ventilation in the 
dipping room will, with almost certainty, 
act as a preventive as regards phossy jaw. 
There is another matter that the right 
hon. Gentleman might favourably con- 
sider, and that is the desirability of 
greater stringency in medical examina- 
tion. There should be a medical examina- 
tion for all persons desiring to enter these 
trades, in order that it may be seen 
whether they have any tendency to the 


diseases to which I have _ referred. 
'Then, again, there should be a 


periodical—say a monthly—visitation of 
all persons engaged in these factories. In 
connection with that I would suggest the 
/appointment, not only of a surgeon, who 
ought to be a paid official of the Govern- 
ment, but also of a dentist, who should 
likewise be a paid official. If these two 
officers made periodical visits to the fac- 
‘tories, I am persuaded that by the 
| diseases in every case being taken in time, 
a large amount of suffering might be 
| obviated. I have already referred to the 
| carelessness of workers, It seems to me 
| 
‘ 
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that there is a tendency amongst all work- 
people to shirk the operation of washing, 
simply in order that they may gain 
greater time for their meals or amuse- 
ments, more especially- when it comes to 
leaving the factory in the daytime. I 
venture to suggest that if an extra ten 
minutes were given for the express pur- 
pose of ablutions, there would not be 
so much difficulty in enforcing this rule. 
There should be, moreover, every facility 
for all engaged in this industry to obtain 
a constant supply of antiseptic mouth- 
wash. Another point of *importance is 
that instead of the operatives taking their 
meals anywhere and anyhow, they should 
be obliged to take them in some dining- 
room, which should be fairly and comfort- 
ably heated. I must say that of all the 
points which have been brought to the 
right hon. Gentleman’s notice, none 
appears to me to be of greater importance 
than the appointment of a woman factory 
inspector. I remember being present 
at a meeting of the deputation which 
waited upon the right hon. Gentleman 
in connection with the work in the pot- 
teries, and this seemed to be most strongly 
brought out by all present ; and the same 
holds good as regards the match trade. 
There is yet another point, and that is the 
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| stimulating invention. 
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If manufacturers 
found that they could not go on in their 
old way without sufficient consideration 
for those they employ, they would un- 
doubtedly, considering the great advance 
which has been made in chemistry of recent 
years, discover some different material 


'which would be equally suitable for their 


| purpose, 


desirability of the extension, in some | 


measure, of the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act. I contend that the workers in these 
trades have as much right to come under 
the Act as those who suffer from accidents, 
for all these diseases to which they are 
liable are, as a matter of fact, accidental, 
and distinctly peculiar to these particular 
trades. 
unfortunate young persons are obliged to 
undergo operation after operation. Seve- 
ral cases have been brought to my notice 
where persons have undergone an opera- 


and at the same time less 
deleterious tothe health of their employees. 
In referring for a few moments to 


another industry, namely, the jam-making 


industry, which is connected in some 
parts of the country with the fish in- 
dustry, I regret to say that the manu- 
facturers engaged in these trades have 
taken advantage of the Jenieney of the 
Government for the purpose of employing 
the same individual to work in both 
trades, and thereby over-ride the wishes 
of this House and at the same time the 


regulations of the Home Office. In 


‘London, the jam industry is not only a 


very large but a constantly-developing 
one, and I ean assure the right hon. 
Gentleman that in one particular case, to 
my own knowledge, in the south of 
London, a state of things exists which is 
deplorable. The persons who suffer most 
are the young daughters of the very 
poorest of the working classes in South 
London. I am given to understand, how- 
ever, that we shall be afforded an oppor- 
tunity of dealing with this question on 
Monday week, and therefore [ will not 
trouble the right hon. Gentleman with 
any further reference to the subject at the 


| present moment. 


We know that many of these | 
'In connection with 


tion three or four times, and have had | 


portions of their jaw removed. In some 


cases they have had a great number of 


teeth removed ; in fact, they have under- | 


great agony, and in many cases 


gone 
5 ; - | 
have as good as lost a limb. Well, some | 


tule ought to be framed which would 
give them the same compensation, where 
due care has not been taken by the em- 


*CapTAIN GREVILLE (Bradford, E.) : 
this Vote, I should 
like to bring to the notice of the Com- 
mittee, and of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Home Secretary in particular, the 
steady—-I might even describe it as the 
alarming—increase in the cases of anthrax 
among the operatives engaged in the wool 
trade. In bringing these statistics before 
the notice of the House, I may say that 
they only refer to the years 1896, 1897, 


| 1898, and the first half of the current 


ployers, as in the case of workmen who | 


sustain accidents. The next point which 
I would like to suggest is that there 


should be some substitution of less dan- | 


gerous materials in the workshops ; and if 


the Home Office were more stringent in | 
this respect, it would have the result of | three, in 1897 it had increased to nine, 
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year. I have taxen these three and a- 
half years by reason of the fact, which is 
doubtless within the memory of the 
right hon. Gentleman, that in 1897— 
it was under his supervision — a 
new and revised set of rules was brought 
in for the protection of the wool sorter. 
Now, in 1896 the number of cases was 


I 
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and in 1898 the number of reported cases | ployed ; and secondly, that any 


to the Home Office had mounted up to 
sixteen. For the half-year ending the 


30th June, 1899, the cases of disease re-| the process of arbitration. 
Taking that as | 


ported number thirteen. 
the proportion for the year it will at once 
be noticed that the cases reported have 
doubled in number. The disease is of 
an alarming character, because, in the 
majority of cases, it is fatal. I have not 
been able to obtain the exact number of 
fatal cases during this year, but we may 
take it as a rough average that certainly 


half the cases are of a fatal nature. I) 


would, therefore, ask the right hon. 
Gentleman if he cannot see his way to 
revise the special rules brought forward 
in 1897, and in doing so I wish to cast no 
reflection on the right hon. Gentleman, 
because, to my personal knowledge, he 
devoted a great deal of time and con- 
sideration to them in consultation with 
representatives of the employers and of 
the operatives engaged in the work. I 
desire to see the rules, which, I understand, 
only apply to wool-sorters, extended to 
wool-combers, and, at the same time, 
made more stringent. This is a matter 


to which inquiry should be made, either ' 


by a Department Committee or in some 


other way, and as it is one which affects | 


the main bulk of my constituents, I feel 
certain that the House will pardon the 
liberty I have taken in drawing attention 
to the subject. 


SiR FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
(Yorkshire, Shipley): I desire, within the 
limits of two or three sentences, to asso- 
ciate myself with the complaint which has 


opposite that no leyislation dealing with 
the question of rules has been introduced 
by my right hon. friend the Home Secre- 
tary. It will be remembered that a year 


ago a Debate of very considerable impor- | 


tance took place upon this Vote, the 
principal feature of that Debate consist- 


ing in the fact that not only the right | 
hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary, but | 


also his predecessor in office joined in 
expressing the opinion that the system of 
rules formulated in the Home Office was 


inferior, as a protection for the workers, | 


to an Act passed by this House. The 
reasons were made clear. The first was 
that the Department in framing the rules 


did notand could not possibly have the bene- | tives. 
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rule 
| made by the Home Office is always sub- 


| ject to emasculation by the employers in 


The latter 
point was, to my mind, an extremely 
serious one. It seemed to me that it was 
| pitiful—almost humiliating—to find two 
right hon. Gentlemen, both of them at 
one time or other Home Secretaries, 
uniting in this House in proclaiming their 
impotency to deal with important ques- 
, tions of this kind, because their rules 
were subject to emasculation at the hands 
of some of the worst class of employers. 
That having been the opinion expressed 
by my right hon. friend with his usual 
clearness and cogency, a hope was enter- 
tained not only by the right hon. Baronet 
and his friends, but by many who are 
interested in these questions on this side 
of the House, that legislation on this sub- 
ject would be made one of the important 
features of this session. Well, what has 
happened? We have had _ legislation 
introduced into this House, and 
plenty of it, but we have not had 
legislation upon this particular question, 
and I desire to emphasise my disappoint- 
ment, and, I venture to say, the 
disappointment of my constituents, that 
this question has not received attention 
at the hands of the Government. Now, 
just one word upon the matter of lead 
poisoning in the Potteries. There is no 
difference of opinion on the question 
which the hon. Member for East 
Bradford, upon whose speech I offer him 
my hearty congratulations, has intro- 
duced. In the district represented by 


_the hon. Member and myself, the dan- 
been made by the right hon. Baronet 


gerous trade of sorting wools has been 
grappled with by a joint committee of all 
the large employers and employed, who 
agreed together in debates amongst them- 
selves, and who afterwards came before 
the Home Office and Home Secretary with 
rules which they had formulated for the 
protection of the workers. I regret to 
find that the rules have not been as 
effective as it was expected they would 
be. There you have a case in which the 
rules were made, not in the secrecy of the 
| Home Office, not merely with the know- 
ledge and skill and experience of inspectors 
advising the Home Office, but with all 
| the skill and experience of the workers 
and the employers and their representa- 
Yet they have not turned out to 


fit of the debates and discussions on both | be thoroughly effective in reducing the 
sides as representing employers and em-| cases of fatal illness; but here we have 


Captain Grenville. 
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only sixteen cases in the course of 1898, 


and thirteen cases in the first half of the | 


present year, while in the lead industry 


there are 160 cases, a reduced number | 
which the Home Secretary appears to | 
regard as in some degree satisfactory. | 


If in the textile districts it is found de- 
sirable and necessary that a special effcrt 


should be made to deal with a dangerous | 


trade, which, after all, only produces 
twenty-six serious cases, how much more 


necessary is it that more drastic measures | 
which | 


should be taken for a_ trade 
produces at the rate of 160 cases 
in six months, or 320 in a year! 


{7 Juty 1899} 
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| vails between the Bradford Chamber of 
Commerce and the Bradford Trade Coun- 
_cil with regard to the rules for the pre- 
vention of anthrax. Iam glad that this: 
has been so in the past, and I sincerely 
trust it will continue to be so in the: 
future. If itis not so I trust my right. 
hon. friend the Home Secretary will. not: 
wait until there is complete unanimity: 
and agreement upon all the many peits: 
which are raised upon this matter, but 
that he will endeavour to extend the 
sphere of his rules not only to the proeess 
of wool-sorting but also to some of. the 
processes of wool-combing. 


Reasoning from that analogy, I believe | 


that the lead industry requires the most 
specific and careful attention of the Home 


Secretary, and it is in the hope that he | 


will recognise that there is a very strong 
feeling on both sides of the House that I 
beg him to consider the advisability of 
next session introducing a Bill which 
shall deal comprehensively with so great 
and important a social question. 


*Mr. FLOWER: I only want, in a 
single sentence, to associate myself with 
the observations of my hon. friend and 
colleague the Member for East Bradford 
in regard to the increase in the cases of 
anthrax in the wool trade. But I should 
not like the right hon. Gentleman to sup- 
pose that the rules which he was good 
enough to sanction some few years ago 
have proved entirely inadequate to grapple 
with the very serious evil which they 
were intended to remedy. Although 
sixteen is a large number of cases, I 
believe the increase is due to the 
fact that of recent years the experts 
who have devoted themselves to medical 
researches into the question have been 
able to locate the very subtle disease of 
anthrax with greater accuracy than they 
could a few years ago. I would also like 
to suggest to the Home Secretary in that 
connection that the Yorkshire College of 
Preventive Medicine at Leeds is doing a 
very great and important work in endea- 
vouring to locate this disease, and I 
trust that that body will always 
receive sympathetic 


hands of the Government. There 


is another matter which I hope he will 
consider, and that is not merely with re- | 


gard to the wool-sorting but also with 


regard to the wool-combing. My hon. | 
Shipley | 


friend the Member for the 


Division spoke of the harmony which pre- 


treatment at the) 


*CoLONEL BLUNDELL (Laneashire 
Ince): I hope the right hon. Gentleman: 
the Home Secretary will give his atten- 
tion to the question of the fees of medical 
witnesses who are brought to Quarter 
Sessions. ‘'hey are at present very low,. 
and I am afraid that the public service 
rather suffers in consequence. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : This 
is the first occasion on which the House 
has had an opportunity of discussing 
questions which must be interesting to alk 
who are concerned in labour matters. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present; House 
counted, and, forty Members being found 
present— 


Mr. TENNANT: At an earlier stage 
of this evening’s proceedings the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the Hal-- 
lam Division of Sheffield accused the 
Committee over which I had the honour 
to preside of not giving to both sides 
adequate opportunities for giving theix 
opinions upon the matters we had to 
investigate. That accusation is an- 
founded. We invited the Trades. Coun-- 
cil, and inserted in the local papers a: 
general invitation to witnesses to. stata: 
their views either in writing or by oraf. 
evidence. This being the first. oppor- 
tunity for discussing these questions since 
July 1898, it is very little short of a 
scandal that this Vote should not have 
been the first Order on the Paper. It 
was shown in the previous Debate: that 
the system of inspection of factories in’ 
this country had so far broken down as: 
to demand either an inquiry or some- 
system of reorganisation. Any casual 
observer of the Estimates for this yeax 
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will see that there is about to take place 
a reorganisation of the Factory Depart- 
ment. I congratulate the Government 


on the increase of staff they are about to | 


make. That increase comprises one 
deputy chief inspector—I should like to 
ask when that appointment will be made, 
and upon whom the office is to be con- 
ferred—a medical inspector, whose ap- 
pointment was announced last year ; one 
assistant examiner, fifteen inspectors of 
the ordinary class of varying degrees, 
ten inspectors’ assistants, and two lady 
inspectors. 


Mr. DRAGE (Derby): May I ask the 
hon. Gentleman from what document he 
is quoting ¢ 


Mr. TENNANT: From the Estimates 
before the House. The Secretary of 
State said last year that he had already 
begun to find out that the special rules 
were not likely to be effective, and that it 
would be a matter for consideration 
whether it was possible by special rules 
to arrive at the end which all desired. 
From this and other statements, we are 
entitled to assume that the right hon: 
Gentleman wishes to abolish the system 
of arbitration with regard to the special 
rules in the pottery trade. Those special 
rules, admittedly feebler than were desir- 
able, have had to go through the emascu- 
lating process of arbitration at the hands 
of the employers, and have emerged 
feebler than they went in. An important 
event during the past year has been the 
issue of the report of Doctors Oliver 
and Thorpe. We who have taken up a 
strong attitude upon these matters are 
justified in saying that every line of that 
report directly corroborates every posi- 
tion and argument we have urged. We 
diagnosed this disease for you, and recom- 


mended certain specifics upon that 
diagnosis. You thought fit to appoint | 


your own experts, and they have recom- 
mended precisely the same nostrums. 
That being so, we have a right to demand 
to be told what steps you have taken to 
give effect to those recommendations. I 
am aware that the right hon. Gentleman | 
has issued the circular which has been re- | 
ferred to, asking the employers what they 
are going to do; but I cannot help thinking | 
the Home Office has been almost too kind 
to these people. There are, in the 
Pottery district, a certain number of | 
employers who act as a _ sort of 
Ar. Tennant, 
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|anchor or drag upon any reforming 
'energy or zeal which, may be shown 
among other employers. The course which 
has been pursued is not the way to treat 
people of that kind. How much good 
has been got from the spontaneous action 
of the employers? The Report. states 
that the experts who conducted the 
inquiry were forced to the conclusion that 
very little of an effective character had 
been even attempted. These gentlemen 
have now had six years in which to con- 
sider what they are going to do, and, so 
far as lam aware, they have done nothing 
at all. If further proof were required of 
the attitude which these gentlemen are 
inclined to adopt, it could be found in the 
arbitration of last autumn, when the special 
/rules were made even feebler than they 
originally were. To take only one point. 
In regard to washing conveniences, it 
was laid down in the special rules that the 
employers should provide one basin for 
every five persons, and that each basin 
should have a tap. The employers 
resolutely refused to concede that simple 
and homely method of preserving the 
health and lives of their employees, but 
said they would only have one tap for 
two basins. Employers who are capable 
of adopting an attitude of that kind are 
not employers whom you should deal with 
in this courteous and considerate fashion, 
I have alluded to this circular, but what 
has been the answer? The answer 
amounts to this: “ We don’t want to do 
anything in a hurry.” Already the 
employers have had six years, and yet 
they say that that is not long enough, 
and they must have more time. I main- 
tain that if a case is wanted against the 
cumbrous machinery of the law, in this 
trade alone, the pottery industry has 
given you as good a case as you could 
possibly desire. But I do not wish to 
base my case on this one topic. I will 
pass on, if I am not detaining the House, 
to another trade. J will give as an illus- 
tration the aérated water trade. The 
Committee upon this subject issued their 
Report in 1896. The special rules as they 
left the Home Office were excellent, but 
owing to the threat of arbitration, certain 
concessions were made, and those con- 


'cessions, I am afraid, have resulted in the 


greatest harm to the people employed ; for 
I find that, in one factory alone, during 


one year, there were five workers who 


their 
both 


eyes removed— 
eyes. In one 


have 
one or 


had_ to 
either 
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London hospital in one week there were 
three workers under treatment, who each 
had to have an eye taken out. There are 
many other instances mentioned in the 
statistics presented to Parliament, and I 
find that accidents of this kind in factories 
in the bottling of aérated waters have not 
diminished, but rather increased, and 
these accidents are mainly attributable to 


Supply 
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conditions which could not have existed | 


had the rules insisted upon by this Com- 
mittee been adopted and enforced. That 
isa very strong case against this system, 
for if the rules had remained in force as 
they were issued at first, at least a dozen 


—eight of whom I have mentioned—of | 


these unfortunate workers would never 
have lost their eyes. Now those 
are two particular trades in 


enforced ; but I would ask the Committee, 
what about those other trades which have 
no safeguards of this kind ? 
trades where bronzing and paper staining 
is carried on, and lithographic work ? The 
evils of these trades are admitted, but, 
unfortunately, the workers there receive 
no protection. 
which naphtha is used, in dry cleaning and 
in india rubber processes? I could men- 
tion other trades, but those I have men- 
tioned could be dealt with without any 


fresh legislation. Such industries as 
electric generating works, locomotive | 
factories, and the use of inflammable 


paints on board ships would require an 
Act of Parliament to deal with; but 
the particular industries to which I 
have alluded could be dealt with 
at once. I really think that there is 
absolutely no excuse for leaving the 
lives of the people in those particular 
trades in jeopardy so long. We may 
assume that nothing has been done, 
because the Home Office desires to avoid 


being carried into effect. 
one more instance in the accumulation of 
arguments against this system. So long 


Secretary made a Report to the effect that 
in their opinion many old factories were 
unfit for occupation, and that there should 


be some authority, on the same principle | 


which | 
special rules have been instituted and | 


What of the | 
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| standard we have set up to be carried out 
‘in factories unless some authority is 
created by which you will be able to close 
these old factories. How can you possibly 
expect that you will get reforms of this 
drastic nature carried out, when you find 
employers firmly refusing to assent to 
special rules in minor matters, such as 
the provision of one tap to each 
washing basin? So long as you have 
this bogey before you of the power 
of rejection by the employers so long will 
your hands be tied, and so long wil! 
it be impossible for you to carry out what 
is necessary. It issix years ago since the 
Committee made that Report, and is six 
years not long enough for the Home Office 
to make up its mind as to what is to be 
done? We do not doubt the good 
intentions of the Home Office, but 
have we not had almost enough of this 
delay? Possibly, the workers in the 
Potteries themselves are even more tired 
than we are of this constant reiteration of 
good intentions, and we demand that the 
Government should introduce something 
drastic and which will be really etfective. 


What of the trades in | 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : I 
represent a large number of manufacturers 
and employees in three large pottery 
districts, and I say that it is no use 
shutting your eyes to the real facts of the 
case, as appears to have been done by 
hon. Members opposite who have already 
spoken on this subject. We must have 
some regard in considering this question 
to foreign competition. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest of 
Dean has criticised the operation of the 
| special rules, but my experience of them 
is that they have been very successful, 
and that they have given satisfaction to 
both employers and employed. At all 


. events, I represent three large pottery 
the threats of these employers of labour | } P i 


There is just | 


towns upon this subject, and I do not 
think that many of the hon. Members who 
have spoken represent a single pottery 


» é ; | district. 
ago as 1893 the Committee appointed by | 
my right hon. friend the late Home | 


Mr. TENNANT: I have no pottery 
district within 100 miles of my con- 
| stituency, and therefore, I have no axe to 
| grind myself. 


as is the case with dwelling-houses, to | 


declare them unfit for occupation. 
fessors Thorpe and Oliver agree with 
those remarks, and they say that it will 
be impossible for any reform of the 


Pro- | 


Mr. COGHILL: I hope the hon. 
_Member opposite does not accuse me of 
having an axe to grind, although I do 
represent three pottery districts. Hon. 








243 Supply 


‘Members have complained of the want of | 


more special rules, but I think everybody 
in the Potteries will be thankful if there 
care n@ more special rules. We want the 
-special rules we have got now to have an 
opportunity of working, and the em- 
ployers do not want the trade which they 


have got driven out of the market. 


altogether. If you abolish these rules 
you will be sure to throw out of employ- 
ment several thousand workmen. Refer- 
ence has been made to the report of 
Drs. Oliver and Thorpe, but they are not 
practical men, and this is not a question 
of theory, but one of practical application. 
Drs. Oliver and Thorpe do not pretend to 
have a practical knowledge of the pottery 
trade. If the Committee will allow me 
to say so, I am bound to say that in my 
opinion the House of Commons is the 


very worst tribunal for discussing the | 


subject of the china earthenware trade. 
With regard to the use of fritted lead, 
‘the real question is whether its use 
will get rid of all the evils which 
arecomplained of. On this point we have 
the testimony of a great Swedish manu- 
facturer — Mr. Armstrong—who _ has 
declared that the use of fritted lead will 
remedy all the evils connected with the 
manufacture of earthenware and china- 
ware. One or two speakers have spoken 
upon the question of the employment of 
young persons, but I may say that the 
manufacturers are not unwilling to meet 
the views of the Home Office in this 
repect, for they are perfectly prepared to 
have a system of monthly examinations 
of all workers who come in contact with 
the lead. There are a large number of 
women and young persons employed, and 
if their labour is dispensed with the cost 
of production will be enormously in- 
creased and the trade will go to the Con- 
tinent, and these women and children will 
be deprived of the means of obtaining 
their livelihood. With reference to the 
precautions to be taken, one of the 
greatest difficulties in regard to lead 
poisoning is to get the operatives to use 
the means already within their reach. 
‘They always want to get away from their 
work ina hurry, and they are very re- 
luctant to spend the necessary time, and 
they do not take the trouble which they 
ought to do in the matter. Dr. Oliver 
called attention 
Report. Surely cannot 


you expect 


jpeople to acquire a knowledge of the use | 


wt fritted lead all at once. 
Mr. Coghill, 
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to this matter in his | 
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Mr. TENNANT: Fritted lead was 
recommended in 1892, over six vears 
ago. 


Mr. COGHILL: The manufacturers 
are prepared to adopt the system of fritted 
lead, and that will practically free the 
trade from all the evils which the em- 
ployees suffer from. In the Potteries I 
am bound to say that we are surprised 
that we have so many friends in this 
House from pastoral districts. We have 
friends from all over the kingdom—from 
England, Scotland, and Wales; we have 
the hon. Member for Berwickshire, and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean. Now I represent 
the views of three large Pottery towns, 
and I do not think that I have ever pre- 
sented a single petition with regard to 
this question of lead poisoning from those 
towns, and I cannot recall having received 
a single letter of complaint with regard 
to this matter. I have gone about a good 
deal in my constituency, and I have had 
the honour of being returned to Parlia- 
ment by these workmen, and although 
this is a burning question and a great 
grievance in the eyes of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest of 
Dean and the hon. Member for Berwick- 
shire, it has not yet occurred to the work- 
men in these Pottery towns that they are 
oppressed. I wish to record this fact, 
that the operatives and the employers are 
upon the best possible terms throughout 
the country. The manufacturers are not 
all millionaires, and they try to do their 
best in very difficult circumstances, for 
competition is very keen and prices are 
very low. I think it is only right that 
I should mention these facts, and I hope 
there will be no repetition of these cruel 
aspersions against certain employers 
which, I am sorry to say, have been in- 
dulged in by some hon. Members oppo- 
site. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derby, Ilke- 
ston): While I resided in the Midlands, 
in the district in which I lived I saw 
frequent examples of the effect of lead 
poisoning, and I have always been very 
much impressed with what I saw with 
reference to these dangerous trades. In 
dealing with this question I think the 
right hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary 
| has had a very difficult and delicate task to 
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perform, and I recognise all the difficulties | right hon. Gentleman belongs to a Party 


of his position. 


Member opposite has received represen- | 
tations from manufacturers in one direc- | 
tion, but he does not get representations | 


to the same extent from the workpeople, 
because they are not, as a rule, the people 
who make the loudest noise. 


ing in the trade, and they are very often 


The work- | 
people are very often influenced by the feel- | 


not sufficiently well organised to raise any- | 


thing like a serious agitation about 
their calling. Then, again, the people 
themselves are very often not aware 
of the dangers of their trade, 


and, | 


therefore, I think it is the duty of 


the Government to exercise a sort of 
paternal care. 
anything about this matter, both as to 
lead poisoning and the evils of the phos- 
phorus trade, is that the right hon. 
Gentleman has not been more speedy in 
his action. I think something might have 
been done since the report of Drs. Thorpe 
and Oliver was presented, especially in 
view of the remarkable developments in 
the phosphorus trade during the autumn 


of last year. This question of lead 
poisoning is one of great difficulty. It is 


a disease which does not appeal very 
strongly to the operatives, for it is a 
poison which is slow and insidious in its 
progress, and which enters the system 
unknowingly, so that the persons affected 
go on working day after day, and do not 
notice any difference in the state of their 
health until the symptoms are suddenly 
developed, and the people are then re- 


What I regret more than | 


duced to a state of comparative helpless- | 


ness and sometimes impotence during the 
remainder of their mortal lives. These 
are dangerous trades, and they ought to 
be looked after with the most scrupulous 
care by those in authority. In this re- 
port of Drs. Thorpe and Oliver there is a 
series of figures which tells us that out of 
3,000 or 4,000 operatives there were in 
three years nearly 1,100 suffering from 
lead poisoning. That is a very large per- 
centage, and it is a very serious 
commentary upon the dangers of the 
trade, and it is one which ought to stir 
the Government intoaction. This disease 
especially affects the young and promising 
lives of the country, for the elder people 
are not affected to the same degree. It 
is the young women and persons of tender 
years who are engaged in the dangerous 
processes who are affected the most, more 
especially the dipping process. Now, the 


No doubt the hon.| which is greatly interested in the exten- 


sion of the Empire and the development 
of the English speaking people. I desire 
to remind him that while these large 
notions of Imperialistic development are 
going on the birth rate of this country is 
going down, and if this goes on we shall 
not be able to carry on these large 
schemes of Colonial enterprise. These 
young women—the future mothers of the 
working population-—are so affected by 
this insidious poison that they cease to 
be prolific, and they transmit the effects 
of the disease which they have contracted 
to their unfortunate offspring. There- 
fore, the diseases caused by these trades 
not only affect this but also future 


generations. It is a national question 
which deserves national consideration. 


I think we have, at all events, to thank 
the right hon. Gentleman for one thing, 
for he is the cause of this very valuable 
teport presented to the House by Doctors 
Thorpe and Oliver. I think that Report 
ought to take away from his mind any 
lingering doubt as to the necessity for 
immediate action, for the Report goes 
into the whole question, gives a series of 
experiments, and comes to conclusions 
which are not by any means doubtful. 
The Report points out many facts with a 
plainness and directness which ought to 
carry conviction, and the more one looks 
over this Report, the more one is struck 
by the remarkable paragraph in which 
it is said that the day is practically at 
hand when lead glazes will cease to be 
used. I hope all difficulties will soon 
be overcome. I donot ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to go so far as to forbid lead 
glazes, but the Report says further that all 
the processes can be performed in a less 
dangerous and comparatively innocent 
form. According to these scientific 
experts, the time has come when we 
should insist upon fritted lead being used, 
and then we shall have a chance of 
avoiding all these horrors in the way of 
diseases which develop into blindness 
and paralysis, and which occur from lead. 
If this were done it would at least 
preserve the health of the working 
population, who would be able to carry 
on their work under conditions which 
would tend to the well-being of the 
country. I think the right hon. Gentle- ° 
man should press those conclusions on 
the manufacturers, and I hope he will not 


allow many months to pass before he 


wed 
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insists upon the manufacturers adopting 
the less harmful processes. I also hope that 
the Government Departments will use their 
influence in this matter by purchasing all 
their materials from places where they are 
produced in a manner which will not be 
harmful to the producer, and where the 
processes employed are not injurious to 
the people engaged in the trade. I quite 
think that the right hon. Gentleman 
might at least take steps to instruct all 
these workpeople as to the very serious 
importance of cleanliness in this matter. 
The industrial population of these dis- 
tricts are apt to be careless about 
these points of detail, but if they were 
well disciplined the amount of cleanliness 
would be much greater, and if the inspec- 
tors insisted upon the means for cleanli- 
ness being supplied in no niggardly 
fashion in every factory, I think the 
people would be more inclined to use 
them. From personal experience, I can 
say that in many of these districts the 
standard of cleanliness and ventilation 
has gone up considerably, and in a 
recent visit which I paid to the Potteries 
I was very much struck with the many 
improvements made. I believe that the 
manufacturers themselves are now showing 
an inclination to abolish these evils, and 
it only requires a little firm pressure 
in order to remove them altogether. 
If these people are inspected by medical 
men periodically, the signs of lead poison- 
ing can be easily detected very early in 
the disease. I took the trouble to look 
at some of these people when in the 
Potteries, and in some of them I distinctly 
saw traces of lead poisoning ; now if I had 
been a medical inspector in the way I 
suggest, I should have had these persons 
taken out of that particular occupation 
and put to another which would be more 
conducive to health, and not have left 
them subject to this insidious disease. 
The medical inspection must be done 
frequently and thoroughly. If the right 
hon. Gentleman would adopt these sug- 
gestions—-frequent and adequate medical 
Inspection, and encouraging, so far as 


. . o °° . 
possible, in young persons habits of 


Supply 
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match factories. [hope he willdosomething 


this year, having regard to the fact that 
there is a form of phosphorus which is 


‘harmless, and so do away with the use of 


cleanliness in these industries—he would 


reduce the serious injury which is done 
to the population in the Potteries and 
other places where these dangerous 
- industries are engaged in. 
pointed that the right hon. Gentleman 
has not done more with regard to 
the distressing 

Sir IV”, Foster. 


I am disap. | 


state of things exposed from 2 to 8. 


the more deadly substance. The disease 
arising from the use of yellow phosphorus 
is even more preventable than lead poison- 
ing, and I hope that in the course of the 
next few months the right hon. Gentleman 
will do something to do away with phossy 
jaw and other similar-horrors. To do so 
is not so much a matter of Statecraft as a 
question of common humanity. The right 
hon. Gentleman ought to see to it and do 
something worthy of the age in which he 
lives for the lessening of human suffering, 
and the prolongation of human life. 


*Mr. DRAGE: During the last 
twelve months, while expecting the intro- 
duction of a Bill, we have not pressed 
upon the Home Secretary very much the 
necessity for reform with regard to 
these matters, but there has been dis- 
cussed the subject of reorganisation both 
of the women’s and the men’s depart- 
ments so far as concerns inspection, and 
we have pressed upon the Home Secretary 
other work, such as the publication of the 
reports like that of Doctors Thorpe and 
Oliver on the conditions of labour abroad. 
So I think we must bear our own part of 
the responsibility of any delay that may 
have taken place in the publication of 
the reports of the inspectors at home. 
My hon. friend on my right, who 
showed so much technical knowledge of 
the state of this trade in the Potteries, 
said the employers in that district had 
agreed on the abolition of raw lead, That 
is very pleasant news to this House, and 
I hope the Home Secretary will take note 
of it, and that in the Bill we all look for- 
ward to next year the abolition of raw 
lead will take a prominent place. But if we 
are to place any reliance upon the reports 
of the specialists of this country and of 
Belgium and France and other Contin- 
ental countries, the abolition of raw lead 
by itself will not be sufficient. There are 
many different kinds of fritted lead, and 
what we have to do is to get the right 
kind. I am informed that, roughly 


speaking, in the fritted lead used in 


Staffordshire the percentage of lead oxide 
ranged from 13 to 24 per cent. In the 
Government factories in France and other 
Continental countries the percentage is 
The Committee will 
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see at once, therefore, that the nature of 
the fritted lead is a very important 
factor in the situation. Further, lead- 
less glazes can be used for much ordinary 
white ware. The real truth is that lead- 
less glazes need a higher temperature 

that is, a greater consumption of coal and 
more expense. In France ware is fired at 
a higher temperature, and a smaller per- 
centage of lead is used. If lead is used at 
all it should be in the form of a double 
silicate of lead. This would abolish lead 
poisoning, because double silicate of lead 
is not soluble in the acids of the human 
body, such as the gastric juice, perspira- 
tion, and saliva. Now there are certain 
reforms upon which when we come to deal 
with this question we shall require the 
support of hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
for they will be opposed very strongly by 
the trade. One of those is the total 
exclusion of girls under the age of 
eighteen years from the dipping sheds, 
and I hope hon. Gentlemen will bear this 
inmind. At that tender age girls are 
absolutely reckless of danger. Between 
the ages of eighteen and thirty women by 
their constitutions are peculiarly suscepti- 
ble to this desease, and girls of a younger 
age still more so. In France the employ- 
ment of girls under 14 is prohibited, 
though this, I fear, is not strictly 
carried out. When the Home Secre- 
tary brings in his Bill [ hope he will bear 
this recommendation in mind, because it 
will have to be carried out, and that 
regulations will be made with regard to 
this matter. There is another point of 
which no mention has been made, and 
which I venture to press upon the 
Home Secretary, and that is whether 
this House is prepared to go as 
far in the coming legislation as to pre- 


vent married women, under certain 
conditions, being employed at all. It is, 


of course, a subject very difficult to enter 
into, but I respectfully ask the Home 
Secretary to bear that in mind also. 
Above all, there should also be a complete 
and constant system of ventilation. This 
is a point of the utmost importance. In 
Belgium, at Ghent, where this matter has 
been particularly attended to, there have 
been, I am told, absolutely no cases of 
lead poisoning. The right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite has alluded to cleanliness, 
and has referred to water and appliances 
for washing, but he has said nothing with 
regard to a most important point, and 
that is meal rooms. 
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to be provided, they are not properly 
ventilated and warmed, and the result is 
that the workpeople crowd into the 
only place where warmth is to be 
found — that is the work - room. 
In fact, the whole question of the con- 
struction of good factories and the demoli- 
tion of bad factories requires more 
attention than it has hitherto received. 
Another matter which the Home Secretary 
must bear in mind is that of the registra- 
tion and inspection, which must be sys- 
tematic; and I may add that it is a 
disappointment to find that it has not yet 
been possible to detail a woman inspector 
for the Pottery district alone. A difficult 
point which the Government have to 
grapple with is the independence of the 
medical man. No one is likely to take a 
higher view of men in that profession than 
I am, but we must bear in mind that 
those who have to earn their living under 
these circumstances are very loth to 
undergo an inspection which must be 
systematic under new rules, and the 
employers in the district are also often 
averse to a change. The position of a 
doctor who depends for a_ livelihood 
on such a community is therefore no 
easy one. What I may suggest to the 
Home Secretary is that he may see 
his way to make medical men _abso- 
lutely independent of private practice. 
Two years ago we passed an Act in this 
House for compensating workmen for 
accidents, and Ministers abroad are day 
by day and month by month having 
brought home to them the fact that 
those engaged in dangerous trades ought 
to be entitled to compensation for injury 
to health in the same way as others for 
injury to life and limb by accident. It 
has taken me a long time to come to that 
view, but year by year we are brought 
face to face with the solid fact that there 
are evils which call for remedy, and one 
sees no remedy but an extension of the 
Compensation Act. The Committee has 
heard at great length from the hon. 
Member for Bow and Bromley the report 
of the Doctors Thorpe and Oliver, and the 
reasons why we have not been able to 
arrive at the common action which some 
of us thought we might have taken last 
year. It is to be hoped, however, that the 
right hon. Gentleman will be able next 
year to find some means of remedying 
those evils. I hope that by the Bill of 
next year the unfortunate system of arbi- 
tration will be abolished once and for ever. 
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As it exists at present it involves a pre- 
ference for backward employers over those 
who are more enlightened. In regard 


to the phosphorus trades I hope that at | 


the Conference which is to be held next 
year in Paris in connection with the 
Exhibition, the representatives of Great 
Britain will succeed in arriving at some 
practical suggestion for international 
action such as I suggested last year. No 


“strike anywhere ” match has yet been dis- | 


covered which is satisfactory from a com- 
mercial point of view, and total prohibi- 
tion of yellow phosphorus is impossible 
without international action. But, at any 
rate, if that fails we can learn something 
from Russia, who has succeeded to a great 
extent in expelling deleterious matches 
from her boundaries by placing an extra 
duty on them. I admit that this is not a 
form of action which is popular in this 
country, but if the worst comes to the 
worst it is a measure which we may find 
ourselves obliged to adopt. In the report 
of Dr. Oliver special practical suggestions 
are given, which may well be considered 
by manufacturers, such as the greater 
separation of departments, change of 
occupation for workers, and a substitution 
of machinery for obsolete methods. In a 
factory in the neighbourhood of Liverpool 
the introduction of new machinery has 
solved the whole question of the evils 
arising from the use of yellow phosphorus ; 
and that is a fact which should not be 
lost sight of in any Bill which may be 
introduced. Further, the amount of 
yellow phosphorus to be used might be 
restricted as in Belgium. Better pro- 
vision might be made for ventilation, 
as well as gargles, overalls, and proper 
vestiary accommodation. Better provi- 
sion should also be made for inspection of 
teeth and general health. But there is also 
another question to be dealt with, and that 
is the inspection by the Home Office with 
regard to children. We have passed a 
Bill with regard to half-timers, and I did 
not attempt to press my views upon the 
House because [ desired to see that 
measure become law ; but it is no use for 
this House to pass the half-timers’ Bill if 
we are not prepared to go further in this 
matter. The Inspectors’ reports show 
that the Half-timers Bill may simply 
mean that the children will pass from 
controlled into uncontrolled trades, such 


as errand boys, newspaper boys, house- | 


hold drudges, ete. What is wanted is 
better provision for getting children to 


Mr. Drage. 
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‘school, better legislation and administra- 
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tion as to uncontrolled trades, better in- 
spection by certifying surgeons, and, 
finally, a simplification and unification of 
the law as to the employment of children, 
At present there are the Education Acts, 
the Factory and Workshop Acts, the Coal 
Mines Acts, the Metalliferous Mines Acts, 
and the Act for the Regulation of Casual 
Employment in Streets and Public-houses. 
These Acts overlap, are inconsistent, and 
conflict. They refer to children of differ- 
ent ages, they differ as to the age up to 
which children are allowed to work full 
time, and they differ as to the standard 
of education necessary for exemption. 
The administration of the law with 
regard to inspection is at present a 
scandal to the country. The inspection 
of these children is placed under the 
Education Department, the Local Govern- 
ment Board, the Home Office, the local 
authorities, and I am informed that even 
the Board of Trade has something to 
do with the administration. I have not 
attempted to refer to the many other 
abuses as to the administration of such 
Acts as the Canal Boats Acts and the 
laws referring to Poor Law children which 
I have now for three years been pressing 
on the right. hon. Gentleman and _ his 
colleagues. I will only now express the 
hope that the whole question of the law 
for the protection of children will receive 
the consideration of the Cabinet, as it is 
a disgrace to this House and to the 
country. 

*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : The 
speech of the hon. Member for Stoke, and 
that which we have just listened to from 
the hon. Member for Derby, are widely 
divergent. The first is opposed to any 
change, whilst the other is sympathetically 
reminiscent of the Labour Commission, 
but both hon. Gentlemen were under the 
impression that foreign competition would 
have to be considered, but both agreed 
that the efficiency and administration 
of the Factory Acts would have to be 
reorganised, The hon. Member for Stoke 
said foreign competition lowered prices, 
and that the lowering of prices had 
reduced both masters and men to a condi- 
tion under which they were very sensitive 
of any interference with their business. I 
always think I hear that blessed word 
“competition.” It has been _ said, 
“Q Liberty, what crimes have been 
committed in thy name!” So it is with 
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“foreign competition.” I do not know of | 
any evil, from the slave trade down to | 
phossy jaw, that has not invoked foreign | 
competition on its behalf. For my part, | 
if I had to choose whether 4,700 men, | 
women, and children are to be liable to 
these horrible diseases, or whether the 
trade should go to China or Japan, I 
would hold up both my hands against 
these trades being retained in this 
country. When the hon. Member for 
Stoke was talking about foreign competi- 
tion in regard to matches and the pottery 


industries, the hon. Member for Derby said | 


that foreign countries were far behind 
Great Britain in factory administration, 
but in the next sentence said that 
married women were prohibited alto- 
gether from engaging in these industries 
in Switzerland and Sweden, and he asked 
if these countries could do that what 
about Great Britain. When the hon. 
Member claims for Great Britain a 
monopoly of vigorous factory legislation 
and administration, I admit that they are 
relatively the best in the world. But I 
hold that they are not good enough, and 
that even in Great Britain and Ireland we 
have scandalous evasions of the Factory 
Acts, even by rich employers of labour. If 
proof of that is wanted go to the Shaw- 
field Chemical Works, owned by Lord 
Overtoun, the champion philanthropist, 
who praises God and weeps over the woes 
of the heathen, but keeps his workpeople 
under the most loathsome conditions. 
There are other instances in which power- 
ful employers do evade the Factory Acts. 
The hon. Member for Derby said that a 
meal room was essential for the work- 
people in certain employments, and 
showed that it could be provided in prac- 
tice. I had the pleasure the other day of 
going down to inspect Cadbury and Co.’s 
great chocolate works, and I can frankly 
say that I never saw a factory so well ap- 
pointed, or with meal rooms so well ven- 
tilated, although I had better couple that 
with the works of Messrs. Lever at 
3irkenhead, and other employers. If 
these firms can do that for healthy trades 
like the manufacture of soap and 
chocolate, I see on reason why it should 
not be done in the most dangerous trades, 
even if it is not so profitable. If 
we are within a measurable distance of 
losing our trade by factory legislation, 
as is said, in every industry where the 
Americans are our superiors, they are our 
superiors, not because of an evasion of the 
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| Factory Acts, but by employing men at a 
| higher rate of wages than we pay them. 
It is not by evasionof the Factory Acts that 
| the situation is to be saved. If so, let the 
Home Office and the House of Commons 
‘call at once an International Conference, 
| at which there should be fixed a maximum 
_number of hours’ work, a minimum wage, 
/and a minimum amount of sanitary and 
physical conditions laid down, below which 
no nation should be allowed to go in 
respect to employment in dangerous 
trades. The hon. Member for Stoke ad- 
duced the same old arguments which 
were adduced here sixty or seventy years 
ago in favour of slavery. He said that 
since he had been Member for Stoke he 
had had no complaints either from 
masters or men, and that they would 
prefer to have things as they are. All I 
can say is that if these men are morally 
and physically so degenerated at the 
present time that they prefer things as 
they are, then I would advise him to select 
a better constituency than the one he now 
represents. It is not creditable either to 
the masters or men that they should be 
content with the present condition of 
things after the Report of Dr. Oliver and 
Dr. Thorpe. I can remember when I was 
in the service of the Niger Company I had 
a favourite boy, one of the handsomest 
negroes I ever met. He had, at intervals, 
attacks of a disease rather peculiar to the 
lower regions of the Niger. When his 
work was done he would go down to a 
district where alluvial clay was mixed 
with the river sand, and he accentuated 
his disease by eating handfuls of the clay. 


I was very fond of the boy, and 
tried to prevent him killing himself; 
but he resented this, and wanted 


to be left alone. I do not say 
the Stoke employers or workmen have 
got down to the level of the negro, but 
they are within measurable distance of 
my boy on the banks of the Niger. It 
seems to me that this Report of Dr. Oliver 

and Dr. Thorpe is a moral stimulus in the 
right direction. The hon. Member for 
Stoke must remember that the slave trade 
was only done away with in the teeth of 
the slave-owners. He must know that in 
the Potteries beer is regarded as the best 
antidote to lead poisoning, and does he 
expect the publicans to say that beer is 
not the best antidote to ead poisoning ? 
The men who are in the lowest position 
of life are always the last to move in the 
direction of improvement. Then the 
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hon. Member for Stoke said that Drs. | 
Oliver and Thorpe, however qualified as | 
physicians, were not practical potters. 

They may not be practical potters, but 

they can tell the physical effect of certain 

poisons on the human frame; and this 

Report is worth to me more than all the 

opinions of all the potters in the Potteries. 

I am glad that these gentlemen have not 

condescended to the paltry argument of 

the hon Member for Stoke, but have given 

their views straight on the conditions 

of affairs in the trade. Here is a rough 

test of the physical effects of the pottery 

trade upon those engaged in it. Last 

Saturday an excursion party of 2,000 

or 3,000 men and women from the Black 

Country and the Pottery districts walked 

through the portals of the House of Par- 

liament. With the exception of a contin- 

gent of Bushmen from near Timbuctoo, 

I never saw a body of smaller people than 

these excursionists from the Potteries. 

Ls . 

They had heads on them like sugar loaves, 

and shoulders like champagne bottles. A 

recruiting sergeant would not look at a 

single one of the men. On every face 

there was evidence of suffering and bad 

conditions before they were born, going | 
to work too young, and while at work 

working under conditions disgraceful to 
employers and employed. 


Mr. COGHILL: If the hon. Member 
for Battersea will come to Stoke-upon- 
Trent I will show him among the potters 
some of the finest men he has ever seen. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS : [have been both 
in the Pottery distriet and the Black 
Country oftener than the hon. Member 
seems to think, and I have told the people 
there what I now say across the floor of 
the House of Commons. 


Mr. COGHILL: The conditions of 
labour in the Potteries and the Black | 
Country are very different. 


‘not been used ? 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: We know that in | 
one district they make chains and nails, and | 
in the other they make pots and china ; but 
as regards wages, hours, sanitary and factory 
conditions there is no difference between 
the two, The hon. Member says that the 
workmen want things to continue as they 
are. But time means money, and these | 
workmen frequently give the time to 
their work which they ought to give to | 
their meals, and to cleansing their persons. 


Mr. John Burns. 


{COMMONS} 


' stimulate the 
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The hon. Member will find that it is the 
industrial environment, the low wages, and 
the bad sanitary corditions that are 
responsible for the state of affairs dis- 
closed in this Report. We find that 
1,085 persons were suffering from lead 
poisoring out of a population of 4,703 
working in lead, or just over 30 per cent. 
If that were the condition of our soldiers in 
India, in regard to another disease ; if it 
were the condition of our garrisons at 
home, Parliament would be alarmed, and 
would pretty soon take action. And yet 
the hon. Member for Stoke says that that 
is acondition of things which ought to be 
left alone, and that that is the opinion of 
the people themselves. I do _ not 
believe it. Well, if that is s0, 
the sooner this district is disfranchised 
the better. What has been the effect of 
leaving them alone? The effect is that 
the employers have done practically 
nothing during the last four or five years 
to introduce improvements. In many 
cases the factories are insanitary, and the 
premises dilapidated, and meal rooms are 
not introduced as they should be. 
Generally, the policy of leaving them 
alone has been to let things grow worse 
in the district. It is the duty of the 
Home Secretary to use every means in 
his power to bring public opinion to 
operate against such a state of things. 
Will the hon. Member for Stoke stand 
up in his place and say that fritted 
lead is universally used in the 
Pottery district? It is not so used, 
because in the Staffordshire district the 
good employers are dominated by the 
majority of bad employers; and what is 
wanted is that the good employers 
should be backed up by public opinion, 
by the Home Secretary, and by the 
Factory Inspectors, and then the good 
employers would dominate the bad. Then 
we are told it is difficult to get a sub- 
stitute for raw lead. Is there an industry 
or trade in which similar excuses have 
Railway directors make 
the same excuse in regard to automatic 
couplings. There is not an _ industry 
where public opinion is not necessary to 
best employers in the 
right direction. Then I come to the 
point about the employment of young 
persons in these dangerous trades. The 
opinion of every factory authority in 
every industrial country is against it; 
and [ am sure it is the private personal 
opinion of the hon. Member for Stoke 
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himself, because no one, especially if he , 


is a married man—one of the advantages 
of getting married is that a man becomes 
wiser—would like to see a girl or boy of 
his own of fifteen or sixteen years of age 
a dipper r’s assistant, or engaged in draw- 
ing the ovens. These boys and girls are 


to be the fathers and mothers of the next 


few years, and they ought to be protected. 
It is the duty of Parliament to see that 
women should not be employed in these 
dangerous trades, not only for their own 
sakes but to prevent them from trans- 
mitting the loathsome and dangerous 
disease, proved by Dr. Oliver and Dr. 
Thorpe, and which, in some districts, 
have rendered recruiting impossible, as the 
children do not grow up to be strong and 
healthy men. We are told that reforms 
should be introduced with care and caution, 
and that the manufacturers should not 
be pressed too much, 
that out of sixty-four prosecutions, sixty 
were against workpeople, and four against 
employers. That means that the inspec- 
tor is not doing his duty up to the 
proper standard. When I read about the 
unsatisfactory condition of many of the 
works, I am driven to one conclusion, and 
one only, and that is, that the time has 
arrived when the Home Secretary should 
be scientifically disagreeable with the 
Pottery districts. The right hon. Gentle- 
man is too sympathetic, too kind-hearted, 
too disinclined to apply the strong 
measures he ought to apply. My advice 
to him is to send down to Staffordshire 
some of the twenty-nine new officials 
and doctors he has appointed, and to give 
them the marching order to read Dr. 
Oliver’s and Dr. Thorpe’s Report between 
Euston and Stafford. Let him tell them 
to get to work at once, on the basis of 
that Report, and then, within the present 
law and sphere of administration, much 
can be done in the next twelve months 
to bring the bad employers up to the 
hest possible standard. I must say also 
that the time has arrived when our 
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in the Grand Committee on Trade 
for saying that the special rules would 
very shortly be regarded as unworkable 
and arbitration on special rules ridiculous. 
I was glad to see that the hon. and 
learned Member the ex-Home Secretary 
now concurred in that view, and the 
speeches delivered in the course of the 
Debate indicate that the special rules 
must go, that arbitration must disappear, 
and that the factory inspectors, with 
regard to the enforcement of the law, 
should have the same power as an ordi- 
nary sanitary inspector in London has 
against a householder who is perpetuating 
a nuisance, or who has diphtheria or scar- 
let fever in his house. There should be 
prompt summary powers t2 stop these 
things, and if the Home Secretary is only 
inclined to do it, he has the means at his 
command already. Why is it that we 
have hadno Factory Report within the last 
eighteen months? Is it that there is 
something in regard to these trades that 
we are not wanted to know? Is the 
Home Office under-staffed? I cannot 
understand why the Home Secretary 
should have suffered this delay,and I would 
suggest that he should employ more Female 
inspectors for dangerous trades, and re- 
issue the circular urging on the factory 
inspectors to rise to the highest level of 
their duty and enforce all the Acts which 
come within their power. I suggest that the 
factory inspectors should be shifted from 
district to district, and that the medical 
should be placed above suspicion. Hitherto 
the factory inspectors have received the 
highest encomiums for their probity ; but I 
am persuaded that a condition of things 
exists which demandsastricterenforcement 
ofthefactory laws. If more power isneeded, 
it is the business of the Home Secretary to 
come to the House of Commons and ask 
for these greater powers. He will receive 
from all sides of the House support in 
legislation for the protection of the helpless 


/and for the removal of evils which have 


magistrates the weakest link in factory | 


legislation—should have brought before 
them in some special way the evils they 
are perpetuating by inflicting only 
nominal fines. 
Gentleman to get Drs. Oliver and Thorpe 
to summarise their Report, and then to 
circulate it to the magistrates through 
these Pottery districts. If that were 
done, and some stiff penalties were 
imposed, much good might be done. 
Four or five years ago i 


I ask the right hon. | 


was snubbed | 


too long prevailed in dangerous trades. 


Sin M. WHITE RIDLEY: There has 
been a long and interesting Debate, and a 
great amount of advice has been given to 
me as to what should be the contents of 
any measure it may be in my power to 
introduce on any future occasion. The 
hon. Member who has just sat down 
seems to have an idea that it is necessary 
to see that there is more activity on the 
part of inspectors of factories. There 








259 Supply 


could not possibly be a more erroneous 
idea than that there is a want of activity 
on the part of the inspectors, and I can 
assure the House that to carry out the 
immense amount of work imposed on 
them by the Act of 1885 and other Acts, 
and by the new developments which have 
taken place from time to time, is quite as 
much as the present staff can undertake. 
The reduction of the Vote has been moved 
because of the lateness of the Report of 
the chief inspector. I regret that the 
Report should be late, but it is almost 
impossible to ensure that so elaborate a 
Report should be ready by the month of 
May. It could not be secured altogether 
by an addition to the staff, because there 
must be a master hand, and the master 
hand has to work on the Report exactly 
at the very busiest time of the year. It is 
almost impossible to bring out a Report 
of such magnitude so that it may be in 
the hands of Members before the Home 
Office Vote is discussed. I only wish it 
could be done, because the more the 
Reports of the inspectors are studied the 
more fully will it be realised how much 
the Home Office are trying to do 
what they can to enforce the Acts, 
and how great the difficulties are. 
The main part of the Debate has turned 
upon the two very important Reports with 
reference to glazing and the match- 
making industry, and I have been asked 
what I propose to do in reference to them. 
I admitted last year—and I do not go 
back on what I said—that in reference to 
both these industries I am convinced that 
new special rules will be necessary. I 
have proceeded upon lines which appear 
to me the most reasonable and fair— 
namely, to send the Reports to the various 
manufacturers concerned, who, after all, 
ought to be consulted and considered, 
and to ask them what they can do to 
meet the suggestions of Drs. Thorpe 
and Oliver. I submit that the best way 
for a Minister to secure the good adminis- 
tration of the law is to carry with him, as 
far as he possibly can, the goodwill of 
those with whom he has to deal. I have 
received answers from the manufacturers, 
which have been alluded to by one or two 
speakers, and I am about to have another 
conference with them in a few days, and 
I have every hope that we shall together 
be able to frame special rules, which will 
very much improve the conditions of this 
trade. As far as the Home Office is con- 


cerned, we shall not be indisposed to do | 


Sir. M. White Ridley. 
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‘the best we can to support the views of 
the experts in this matter. The very 
| great difficulties of the phosphorus business 
/have been referred to, and I do not see 
'how, without adequate consideration of 
the Report and reference to the manufae- 
turers, special rules could be devised, 
A good deal was known of the facts last 
year, but only in a tentative way. The 
Reports have, however, added a great 
deal to our knowledge, and this cireum- 
stance ought to induce many manufac- 
turers to enter into a new and more 
satisfactory arrangement. The question 
of arbitration and special rules is a diffi- 
cult one, because it is not easy to secure 
the passing of special rules which would 
be fair to the various industries, and 
which ought to be adopted by the work- 
ing men. I hope, however, that I shall 
be able to propose legislation which will 
materially alter the present state of the 
law. A Bill was prepared many months 
ago by those responsible for the adminis- 
tration of the Factory Acts, dealing with 
special rules; but the fates have been 
against me. I wish, however, to disabuse 
the minds of hon. Members of the misap- 
prehension that the Government had no 
idea of introducing legislation on the sub- 
ject this session. In the course of the 
present year I have been able to enter 
into successful negotiations with manufac- 
turers, especially in the white lead indus- 
try, to secure special rules which I hope 
will be satisfactory tothat trade, and which 
may have the effect of inducing others to 
accept similar conditions. It is impossible 
for me to give a definite promise to intro- 
duce a factory Bill next year, but it will 
be a matter of great disappointment to 
me if I find myself unable to deal with 
the particular question to which I have 
referred at an early period next session. 
Something has been said about the 
Reports as to fritted lead and_phos- 
phorus. Everybody will admit that, 
surrounded as we are with difficulties, yet 
special rules could be developed out of 
these Reports, which would be likely for 
the time being to effect very considerable 
results. I am asked to agree to an 
inquiry in reference to the file-cutting and 
grinding trade, but I do not for a moment 
propose to deal with these industries 
without communicating with those in- 
terested on both sides of the question. 
The hon. Member for Bow and Bromley 
spoke of the difficulties of arbitration, and 
said that those who held out longest 
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might get the best terms in the sense of | 
having less restrictions imposed upon | 


them under arbitration. If we take the 
last arbitration, as an instance, that is the 
case to a certain extent, but it is open to 
those who previously agreed to the rules 
to come under the arbitration terms. I 
am not defending this system of special 
rules, because in any legislation which I 
propose, though I do not suppose I shall 
go so far as to propose that the Secretary 
of State himself should be able to propose 
rules which shall be laid upon the Table 
of this House, I entirely agree that this 
principle of arbitration should he mate- 
rially altered if not entirely done away 
with. My desire is that the power to 
make rules should be much more with the 
Secretary of State than at present, subject 
to a fair opportunity being given to those 
who are concerned of being heard before 
an impartial authority. I do not wish to 
be understood to have promised that there 
should be some special provision in my pro- 
posed Bill dealing in so many words with 
such questions as the employment of young 
persons, the use of raw lead, phosphorus, 
and so forth. What I do say is that I 
intend to take specific powers to make 
rules in regard to these matters, because 
it is very doubtful whether such rules 
can be made under the present law. I 
hope to make these proposals early next 
session, and I trust that they will not be 
found unsatisfactory. I admit that the 
key to the position is effective inspection. 
I cannot altogether agree that the inspec- 
tion of the Home Office has been as in- 
efficient as the hon. Member for Bromley 
and Bow suggests. I have not shrunk 
from making a very considerable increase 
of the staff in order to meet the difficulties 
which exist. I am asked to appoint a 
Departmental Committee to inquire into 
this question, but I have had a Depart- 
mental Committee sitting for some time, 
and they have presented a very exhaustive 
Report on the conditions which now 
attach to the inspection of factories, the 
relations of men inspectors to women, 
and the work women do. There is an 
addition at the present moment of one 
woman inspector, two or three ‘junior 
inspeccors, and a medical inspector. | 
hope very soon to appoint a deputy chief 
inspector. I have not yet made that 


appointment, because it is part of the | 


general organisation, which we have not 
had time to carry out satisfactorily. The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East Brad- 
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ford has spoken of anthrax in the wool- 
sorting, and has said provision ought to 
be made for making that trade less 
dangerous. I am sorry to hear what 
has been said about the increase of anthrax 
in that trade. But I am ina position to say 
that tke diseases arise from subsequent 
processes, such as wool-combing. As to 
the controversy with the hon. Member 
for Stoke, I must say that I do not find 
unwillingness on the part of the em- 
ployers to enter into arrangements with 
the Home Office. I have done my best 
not to flaunt special rules in a hurry 
before manufacturers, but to bring evi- 
dence and suggestions before them as to 
what can be done. Under the present 
state of the law that is the most practical 
way. Complaint has been made that the 
Home Office does not act more quickly. 
Everyone desires to ameliorate the con- 
ditions of workpeople in these dangerous 
trades, but the circumstances have to be 
considered, and the legal difficulties are 
great. A great deal has been done during 
the past few years by action which is far 
short of compulsion, or the imposition of 
such rules. There are many instances in 
which the Home Office has, by the action 
of its inspectors, by advice and repeated 
conference and suggestions, done a great 
deal to improve the conditions of the 
dangerous trades. While I do not go 
hack from the position that it is desirable 
that legislation should be introduced for 
several objects, and especially for doing 
away with arbitration, I do not hesitate 
to assert that much could be done in a 
quiet way. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I wish to associate 
myself with the well-deserved tribute 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
paid to the zeal and efficiency of the 
factory inspectors. If our system of 
inspection does not attain all the results 
which it is intended to accomplish, 
that is due, not to any want of efficiency 
on the part of the inspector, but partly 
to the defects of the law and partly to 
the insufficiency of the staff. I am glad 
to hear that additions to the staff are con- 
templated, and I should have been glad 
to hear that, with respect to the districts 
where the trades peculiarly dangerous to 
women and children are carried on, 
female inspectors were to be stationed in 
the districts for a considerable time, so 
that by personal contact with employers 
and employed we might not only see that 
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the law was enforced, but be able to make | 
| tion and stringent administration. 


‘valuable suggestions for the amendment 
of the law. With regard to the late 
presentation of the Report, I cannot, 
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to deal with them without clear legisla- 
I quite 


agree with the right hon. Gentleman that 
our experience in this matter shows that 


although I have every desire to do so, | 


recognise the explanation which the right 


hon. Gentleman has given as in any way 
satisfactory. When the House of Com- 


mons has on one occasion only in the 
year the opportunity of reviewing not the 
law, but the administration of the law by 
this great Department of State, surely it it 
is areproach to those responsible for the 
administration of that law that the 


in the present state of the law we cannot 
rely on special rules. The conclusion to 


which I have come from listening to this 


Debate and from the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s own speech is that if ever there 
were a case in which the necessity for 


| legislation fwas clearly established it is 
| this case. I think it is established on two 


' those matters—lI 


representatives of the people should have | 


‘to discuss it without having in their 
hands the statistics and facts, and the re- 
ports of the inspectors on those facts. 
I recognise to the full the zeal and 
efficiency of the staff, but whatever steps 
are necessary, whether by an increase in 
‘the staff or by other means, in order to 
secure that the presentation of the Report 
should be made a reasonable time before 
the Vote for the Home Office comes on, 
ought to be, and must be taken. I do 
not hesitate to say that such steps are 
necessary both in the interests of 
administrative efficiency and of the 
effective control of the House of Commons 
over one of the great Departments of 
State. As regards the dangerous trades 
‘in regard to which a great part of the 
discussion has taken place, I am glad to 
find that the right hon. Gentleman 
recognises the urgency of effective action. 
The” right hon. Gentleman, however, 


recognised that urgency as frankly and as | 
| of that system. 


fully in the Debate twelve months ago, 


and I must say, without going into the, 
‘with these matters, and it was to me, 


controversial questions raised by the hon. 
Member for Stoke, that having carefully 


quite distinct grounds. First of all, take 
agree a considerable 
number—contained in the Report of Pro- 
fessor Thorpe and Dr. Oliver, which are 
dealt with by special rules. When these 
special rules are framed, the Home Office 
is brought up against the stone wall of 
arbitration, with the result, to use an 
illustration from the chess board, that 
a kind of stalemate is established. 
Some of the employers acquiesce in the 
special rules, but others dispute them, 
and one single employer who holds out, 
out of a hundred or a thousand employers, 
is able by means of the dilatory progress 
of arbitration to get substantial modifica- 
tions of the provisions laid down by the 
Home Office for the safe conduct of the 
trade, not only for himself, but also for 
his fellow employers who did not ask to 
have the rules modified. That is a very 
unsatisfactory state of things. The hon. 


'Member for Derby said that I was the 


claim, 


author of the system of arbitration. I dis- 
as I am entitled to do, whatever 
credit or discredit attaches to the invention 
It was invented by the 
Act of 1891, before I had anything to do 


| while I was concerned with the administra- 


considered this matter for a number of , 
my right hon. friend opposite, a constant 


years, I do not consider it safe for the 
Department to rely on the spontaneous 
and voluntary action of the employers in 
this matter. Here as elsewhere, both : 

regards legislation and sheiadinnedlin 
the difficulty we have to deal with is not 
to persuade the humane and reasonable 
employer to resort to such means as his 
own cunscience and common - sense 
suggest. The real difficulty is, that in 


tion of the law, as I am sure it now is to 


stumbling block. As regards those matters 
which cannot he dealt with by special rule, 
the hands of the Home Office are fettered 


and the efficiency of the administration 


| 


of the law is impaired, as long as this 
power of resorting to arbitration is placed 
at the disposal of any,employer. I was very 


| glad to hear from the right hon. Gentle- 
/ man that in his proposals for legislation 


every trade there are a certain number of | | he intended to deal with this matter, but 
employers who, partly from insufficient I listened with a little alarm to his 
means, want of enterprise, or perhaps | allusion to what he called an impartial 


sluggishness of conscience, fall below the | tribunal. 


Arbitration is, I suppose, an im- 


‘average standard of their own. class. | partial tribunal, but I would much rather 


These are the people who constitute the | that the right hon. 
real difficulty, and we shall never be able | keep the power himself. 


Mr, Asquith. 


Gentleman would 
It would be 
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much better—I speak quite deliberately {months occupied during the session in 
and after having given the matter a great | putting upon the Statute Book an Act 
deal of consideration—if Parliament would | which will not be exercised in one con- 
give power to the Secretary of State for | stituency in a hundred, for advancing 
the time being to make special rules, | money to wealthy working men ; when I 
subject to such Parliamentary supervision | remember the time occupied with this 
and control as are involved in the laying | and other nugatory work 
of those rules on the Table of this House, | *Tus CHAIRMAN: It would be very 
and enacting that they should not come | ORNS OA li ; . 
into force if the House of Commons really | ‘ ce sn ea so rm nine” ageaoeay Us: 
objected to them. I agree that the House | the Workmen's Dwellings Bull 

ought to have full opportunity of dis- | 

cussing these rules, and that we should; Mr. ASQUITH: I appreciate the risk, 
not be restricted to a capricious hour and I will only say asa general argument 
after twelve o'clock. I am quite pre-| that there have been projects of legisla- 
pared not only to admit, but to! tion placed before the House of Commons 
insist, that if such arbitrary and) which cannot compare in point of social 
autocratic power is to be vested} urgency with this admitted necessity to 
in the Secretary of State, the House of | preserve the lives and health of our work- 
Commons should have the fullest oppor- | ing population. We know that in this 
tunity of hearing all the arguments, and | matter we have the fullest sympathy of 
of considering, revising, and, if it pleased, | the right hon. Gentleman, and I ean only 
rejecting such rules. I am satisfied there | express a sincere hope that the right hon. 
will never be a satisfactory solution of | Gentleman will be able to impress his 
this question until an arrangement of this | colleagues with the views he himself 
kind is substituted for arbitration. But! ontertains. As regards the general 
even then, there are some matters which | administration of the Factory Laws, I 
can be dealt with by special rules, and | poard with very great satisfaction what 
others which cannot. Take, for instance, | the right hon. Gentleman said as to his 
the main recommendation of that excel- | proposals for the general reorganisation 
lent Report which has been referred to, and improvement of the staff. I am quite 
that in future raw lead should not be! satisfied that with laws of this kind 
allowed to be employed. I do not think 








‘increasing yearly in complexity and also 
at present that can be enforced by ain social and industrial urgency, the 
special rule, and it would be a dangerous | administrative arrangements, which were 
experiment for the Home Secretary to | perfectly adequate five yearsago, have now 
try. Here we have got a clear case for faljen very much below the level we 
coming to Parliament for the necessary | ought to seek to attain. I can assure the 
power to carry out that recommendation. | right hon. Gentleman that in any pro- 





At present it is a matter entirely beyond 
the purview and scope of a special rule, 
and it is one of the clearest cases for 
urgent and prompt legislation possible to 
imagine. I do not doubt for a moment 
the assurance of the right hon. Gentle- 
man that if he had his own way legis- 
lation would be introduced, but we can- 
not isolate a particular Minister from his 
colleagues, or consider the policy of one 
Department ; we must take the policy of 
the Government as a whole. When I 
think of some of the hours and days and 
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posals he makes to enlarge the scope and 
to increase the sufficiency of the staff by 
which the urgent work of administration 
is carried on, he will have not only the 
sympathy but the active support of all 
sections of the House. I think this has 
been on the whole a very satisfactory 
and illuminating discussion. Certainly the 
impression it leaves on my mind is that 
until by increased legislative power the 
good intentions of the Home Office, which 
always exist, are able to carry them- 
selves into effective action, I will not say 
K 
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the money voted to-night will be wasted, 
but I will say that it will not be put to 
such a beneficent purpose as it might. My 
right hon. friend the Member for the 
Forest of Dean has moved the reduction 


Supply 


of the salary of the Secretary of State. I) 
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| Mr. JOHN BURNS: I would wish to 
call the attention of the Home Secretary 
| to onefact. He was under the impression 
that I had been too severe in my criticism 
of the employers. 


do not know whether he intends to press | 


that motion to a Division, but if he does, | 


for my part, although I sympathise with 


a great deal, if not all, of what he said, I 
I am | 
satisfied that the Debate has served the | 


cannot support him in the Lobby. 


purpose for which it was intended, and I 
can only hope that the assurances, inde- 
finite though they be, which have been 
given by the right hon, Gentleman will 
be carried into effect. 


Mr. TENNANT: I wish to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether he will 
consider the advisability of having his 
Bill read a first time this session, in order 
that we might discuss it in the autumn, 


and that he might have the views of both | 


employers and employed throughout the 
country on it. 


Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : I am afraid 
I cannot accede tothe request of the hon. 
Gentleman. 


Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: No. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: In using the 
language I did, I was more than justified, 
The right hon. Gentleman said he fre- 
quently found employers anxious to assist 
‘him, but the report of Messrs. Oliver and 
| Thorpe states that all the evidence they 

were able to collect forced them to the 
| conclusion that very little of an effective 
| character had been even attempted by the 
employers. That is the description given 
' by the right hon. Gentleman’s own officers ; 
and in the language I made use of, I was 
only confirming what their experience 
was in the Pottery districts. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 35; 
Noes, 115. (Division List, No. 229.) 


AYES. 


Atherley-Jones, L. Hazell, Walter 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Crilly, Daniel 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davitt, Michael 
Doogan, P. C. 


Hedderwick, T 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westineath) 
| Tennant, Harold John 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


| 


homas C. H. 





Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) | 
Ferguson, R.C.Munro (Leith) | 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Paulton, James Mellor 


| Reckitt, Harold James 

| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 

| Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


NOES. 


Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M.H.(Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 


Bond, Edward 
| Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Butcher, John George 


Carlile, William Walter 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Gecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 


Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Charles Dilke and Mr. 
John Burns. 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Bir. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


| Corbett,A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
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Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Denny, Colonel 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas- Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
Drage, Geoffrey 
Drucker, A 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mner. 
F ield, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
F inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
‘Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) | 
a John 
Grev ile, Hon Ronald 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
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Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R.(Bow) 
Howell, William Tudor 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col William 
Keswick, William 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Y orks.) 
Lea, SirThomas (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn- (Swan. 
Lockwood, Lieut. - G1. Be RS 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowles, John 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Chas. James 

More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monmouthsh) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. A(Deptford | 


(Civil Service Esttinuutes). 
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Phillpotts, Captain Aster 
Pilkington,R.(Lanes, Newton) 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir Matthew W. 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Royds, ¢ ‘lement Molyneux 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert’ 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Stanley, Hon. + \. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf. Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Welby, Lieut’-Col, A. C. E. 
Wentworth, B. C. Vernon- 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 





Hanbury, Rt.Hon. Robt. Wm. | Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) | TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Hanson, Sir Reginald | Pease, ‘Herbert’ P. (Darlington) | = Sir William Walrond and 
Hardy, Laurence Pender, Sir James | Mr. Anstruther. 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. | Perey, Earl 


Original Question again proposed. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts., 
Mansfield): If I did not fear being called | 
to order by you, Sir, I should be glad to 
avail myself of this Vote to urge on the 


Home Secretary the necessity for Burial , 


Law reform. Ihave to make a complaint 
very different from the complaints to 
which we have listened to to-night. Com- 
plaints have been made of the Home 


Secretary for not doing things he ought | 


to have done. My complaint is that he 


is doing things which had better be left 't 
‘considers is 


undone. I think we are entitled to ask 
the Home Secretary not to administer the 
existing law with unnecessary rigour. 
The point to which I wish to 
his attention is the requirement of conse- 
erated in addition to 
ground in the case of cemeteries under 
the Burial Acts. 
in regard to new cemeteries the Home 
Office is entitled to insist that there shall | 
be consecrated and unconsecrated parts, 

but the law is not so clear with regard to | 
additions to cemeteries. 


the late Home Secretary was engaged in | be 


call | 
| But the existing 
unconsecrated | 
| able 
Iam quite aware that | 


crated ground is quite full, 


'a lengthy controversy with the Corpora- 


tion of Hall. He required a large amount 


, of additional ground to be consecrated. 


The Corporation refused, and ultimately 
the Home Secretary ceased to put pres- 
sure on the Corporation and abandoned 
his contention. Since then the Basing- 
stoke decision has been obtained, which I 
admit enables the Home Office to insist 
that additional ground should be conse- 
crated, and at the present moment the 
Home Office is pressing Colne, in Lanca- 
shire, to consecrate the proposed addition 
o the cemetery whichthe Burial Authority 
absolutely 
The facts are that the existing unconse- 
and that 
therefore unconsecrated ground is needed. 
consecrated 
not full, and may last for some consider- 
time longer. Yet, notwithstanding 
that, the Home Office is insisting that the 


unnecessary, 


ground is 


/new ground shall be divided into conse- 


crated and unconsecrated parts. That is 
not only absurd, but very embarrassing 
to the Burial Authorities, who have a 


Some time ago | difficulty in deciding how much shall 


consecrated and how much un- 
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consecrated. They do not know what | this kind might be a little more 
the facts of the case may be -in years ; accommodating. 

to come, when additional consecrated 

ground may be required; and I submit! It being Midnight, the Chairman left 
that the Home Office might very reason-| the Chair to make his Report to the 
ably allow this question to rest until the | House. 

necessity for new consecrated ground | 

actually arises. This is one of those Resolutions to be reported upon 
cases of which it cannot ‘be said that | Monday next; Committee also report 
delay is dangerous. No conceivable harm’ Progress ; to sit again upon Monday 
can result if the Home Office lets the! next. 

matter rest, whereas hasty action may , , : 

cause much that may hereafter be regretted. —_— er the “dak ei 
I think the Home Office in matters of Monday next. 
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Monday, 10th July 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
had laid upon the Table the certificate 
from the. Examiners that the Standing | 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with. 


4 ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
5 


ORDERS (No. 17). 


| 


iS 
HARROW AND UXBRIDGE 
& 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with. 
RAILWAY. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 





STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 


Report from, That the 


the 


sg LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND 
hs a FOREST RAILWAY (No. 2) 
S SILL 


Bill allowed to proceed, provided that the 
agreement between the London, Wal- | 
thamstow, and Epping Forest Railway | 
Company and the Midland Railway Com- 
» pany contained in the Third Schedule to 
the Bill shall be of no validity until the 
publication in the London Gazette of a 
certificate by two justices that the said 
~ agreement has been approved by a 
general meeting of the shareholders of 
Ae Midland Railway Company held in 
the month of August, 1899, in 
¢ ance with Standing Order 64. 


Ought to be dispensed with and the 





accord- 


tead, and agreed to. 
GATESHEAD AND DISTRICT TRAM- | 
WAYS BILL. | 


Committee to meet To-morrow. | 


SHEFFIELD ete ATION MARKETS | 
LL. 


MILLWALL DOCK BILL. 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
Committee to meet on Thursday next. 
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PROVISIONAL | 


And the certificate that the further | 


Standing | 
Orders not complied with in respect of | 


Private Pill Business. 27 
DERBY CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
B 


aL. 


Committee to meet on Friday next. 

















| LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAIL- 
| WAY (ADDITIONAL POWERS) BILL, 


BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY BILL. 

The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the 
| Bills was withdrawn. ‘The orders made 
on the 27th of June and on Tuesday last 
| discharged ; and Bills committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (No. 


PROVISIONAL 
12) BILL. 


| The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill 


was withdrawn; the orders made on 
| Monday and Friday last discharged ; and 


Bill committed to a Committee of the 
| whole House. 
BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL. 
The Queen’s consent signified; and 
Bill reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments... 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY (VARIOUS POWERS) 
BILL. 


The Queen’s consent signified ; and 
3ill reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 
DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS) 


BILL. 
Leave given to the Select Committee 
to adjourn over To-morrow. 
IONIAN BANK BILL. 


Read 34, and passed. 


AYR BURGH BILL. 


Read 3¢, with the Amendments, 
| passed, end returned to the Commons. 


and 


bes TH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RATLWAY COM- 
PANIES BILL. 


| Read 3%, with the Amendments ; fur- 
| ther Amendments made ; Bill passed, and 
| returned to the Commons. 


L 


Commons and 


BELFAST WATER BILL. 
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| 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 


LONDON, CHATHAM, AND DOVER 
RAILWAY BILL. ~ 
NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 


SCUNTHORPE URBAN DISTRICT GAS | 
AND WATER BILL. 
TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


INVERNESS HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 

Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment made by the Lords to the 
Amendments made by the Commons 
agreed to. 


{LORDS} 
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, IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 
RENTS). 
Return for the month of December, 
1898 
TRADE REPORTS (1899) ANNUAL 
SERIES. 
No. 2312. Germany (Frankfort-on- 
Main). 


No. 2313. Santo Domingo. 
No. 2314. United States (Boston and 
District). 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ACT, 
1898. 


Regulations under the Local Govern- 


_ment (Application of Enactments) Order, 


TRANSVAAL MORTGAGE LOAN AND | 
FINANCE COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons, agreed 
to. 


GREAT YARMOUTH PIER BILL. [H.L.] 

Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments; the said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 
Committed: The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 


House to be in Committee to-morrow. 


1898, as to issue of county stock. 


FINES, ETC. (IRELAND). 
Abstract of accounts of fines accounted 
for by the Registrar of Petty Sessions 
Clerks for the year 1897. 
DOGS REGULATION (IRELAND) ACT, 
1865. 
Account of receipts and expenditure 
under the Act, for 1898. 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
Treasury Minute, dated 3rd July, 1899, 


‘declaring that Mr. Henry Gwilliam, arti- 
'ficer, Royal Small Arms Factory, War 
| Office, was appointed without a Civil Ser- 


| vice certificate through inadvertence on 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 


House to be in Committee to-morrow, | 
and Standing Orders Nos. XXXIX. and | 
XLV. to be considered in order to their | 


being dispensed with. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 20) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; 


aminers. (No. 160.) 





RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


LOCAL TAXATION (SCOTLAND). 
Return showing the total payments 
into and out of the Local Taxation (Scot- 
land) Account for the financial year 
1898-99. 





read 1¢;| 
to be printed and referred to the Ex- | 


| the part of the head of his Department. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


| nn 


‘COMMONS AND OPEN SPACES BILL. 
(H.L.] 
House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


| Clause 1 agreed to- 
| Clause 2 :— 


*ViscounT CROSS : This clause _pro- 
_ vides that not less than forty days before 
| the making of a scheme the council shall 
| give the prescribed notice of their inten- 
'tion to make it, and shall state where 
| copies of the draft of the scheme may be 
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277 Commons and 
obtained, and where the plan therein 
referred to,may be inspected. 

opinion of th 


In the | 
e Board of Agriculture, forty | 


{10 JuLy 1899} 


| 


days is not a sufficiently long notice, be- | 
cause persons interested may be abroad | 


and may not get the notice in time. I 
therefore propose an Amendment to sub- 
stitute three months as the term of 
notice. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 20, to leave out ‘ forty days’ 
. “% 29 a i ft, 
and insert ‘ three months.’ ”—( Viscount Cross.) 


| 


On Question, “That the words ‘forty | 


days’ stand part of the clause,” resolved 


in the negative. 


On Question, “That the words ‘three | 
months’ be here inserted,” agreed to. 


*Viscount CROSS: I have a proviso 
to add at the end of Clause 2. I am very 
anxious that the expenses in connection 
with the regulation of commons should be 


| vided that ” the following words : 
| case of commons exceeding 


Open Spaces Bill.\ 278 


Amendment moved—After line 12 ta 
insert the following proviso : 


“Provided that if, at any time before the 
Board have approved of the scheme, they re- 
ceive a written notice of dissent either— 

(a) from the person entitled as lord of the 
manor or otherwise to the soil of the common; 
or 

(5) from persons representing at least one- 
third in value of such interests in the common 
| as are affected by the scheme ; 
and such notice is not subsequently withe 
drawn, the Board shall not proceed further in 
the matter.”—( Viscount Cross.) 


Lorp BURGHCLERE : I had propesed 
to move to amend the Amendment of the 
noble Viscount by inserting after “ pro- 
“in the 
200 acres in 
extent.” I think the Government might 
well have accepted the provisions of mz 
| Bill as originally drawn, and that we 


/might have relied with assurance upor 


adequate inquiries being made, and due 
discretion exercised, by the Board of 
Agriculture, without referring at all to 
the absolute veto of the lord of the manor 


reduced as much as possible, and in the and those interested in the commons. By 


matter of small commons and _ village 


the Bill the lord of the 


as it stands, 


greens I do not think it should be neces-' manor and all those interested in com- 


sary to obtain the consent of two-thirds 
of the commoners, which is a very ex- 
pensive proceeding. The difficulty, first 
of all, is to get hold of two-thirds of the | 
commoners, and, secondly, to get their 
consent. What we propose is that a 
scheme may go on, unless the Board of 
Agriculture receive a written notice of 


dissent either from the person entitled, as | 


lord of the manor, or otherwise, to the 
soil of the common, or from _ persons 
representing at least one-third in value of 
such interests in the common as 
affected by the scheme. 
forgotten that we are dealing in this 
matter with private rights. The lord of | 
the manor, as well as the commoners, un- | 
doubtedly has a right, and we must | 
remember that commons do not belong to | 
the public, but to the commoners and to | 
the lord of the manor. Although, as I) 
have said, I am most anxious to reduce | 


mons would have ample opportunity of 
laying their objections to any scheme 
that might be proposed before the Board 
of Agriculture, and I cannot conceive the 
Board of Agriculture, under any possible 
conditions, Tefusing to listen to those 
objections or sanctioning any scheme in 
connection with which there could be 
shown a shade of justifiable objection. I 


/ understand that the Government are un- 


are | 
It must not be | 


able to accept my Amendment, even in 
the case of the smallest commons, and J 
deeply regret that they have arrived ax 
this decision. The Bill as it stands seems 
to me to be a right and equitable altera 
tion of the law for the benefit of every- 
one concerned, including the lord af che 
manor, and I had hoped that, although 
the noble Viscount could not aceept the 
Bill as it was originally drawn, he w ould, 
' at anyrate, have beenable, as a compromise, 
to support my amendment to his Amend. 


expenditure as much as possible, I do not | ment ,limiting that Amendment to cases of 
think it is right that private property | commons exceeding 200 acres in extent. 
should be taken away in this summary | However, the Bill, even as amended in the 


manner by a Department. 


It is not a} | manner proposed by the noble Viscount, 


good thing to say that people may break | contains a concession of considerable 
the Tenth Commandment, and, when they | value, and an alteration of the law which 
have broken it, it is still a worse thing to | will be of great benefit to the commons 


say that they may break the eighth. 


affected. The Bill, notwithstanding the 
L 2 
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Amendments, absolutely meets those | 
special cases to which I alluded when I | 
had the honour of moving the Second | 
Reading of this Bill, and the hardship of | 
which I ventured at that time to lay | 
special stress upon—I mean the case of 
the smaller commons, which everyone 
agrees might be improved, regulated, and 
used for the enjoyment of the neighbour- 
hoods in which they are situated. Under 
the Commons Act of 1876 we were obliged, 
“even in the case of very small commons, 
to go through such an expensive and 
lengthy procedure as practically to pro- 
hibit the possibility of promoting schemes 
for their regulation and improvement. 
Under this Bill, even as amended, we get 
rid of the exhaustive inquiries on the 
spot, the reference to Parliament, and the 
reference to the Select Committee on 
Commons in Parl‘ament. We also get rid 
of an Act of Parliament, and of the ex- | 
pensive process of sending down a valuer 
to make an award. I know this only 
takes place in non-contentious cases, but I 
am assured, on very good authority, that, 
in the case of the smaller commons to 
which I have alluded, in nine instances 
out of ten there will be no opposition, 
and that, therefore, great benefit will be 
conferred by this Bill. I have reason to 
believe that if I accept the proviso of the 
noble Viscount, and withdraw my Amend- 
ment to it, the Bill will be regarded by 
the Government as a non-contentious 
measure, and will receive their support 
and encouragement when it reaches the 
other House, should your Lordships allow 
‘it to pass through all its stages here. In 
order that the Bill may become law this 
session I will withdraw my Amendment, 
and accept the noble Viscount’s proviso. 


ViscounT CROSS: I am glad that 
the noble Lord has seen his way to 
withdraw his Amendment. The view of 
the Board of Agriculture coincides with 
that of the noble Lord, and they believe 
that with regard to the smaller com- 
mons the noble Lord will, in the majority 
of cases, even with the proviso added, 
gain his object. 


THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN: I 
am rather sorry that the noble Lord 
has withdrawn his Amendment without 
having it more fully discussed, because I 
regard the proviso as it stands as rather 
too stringent. The proviso states that 
if the lord of the manor or persons repre- 


Lord Burghelere. 


{LORDS} 
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senting at least one-third in value of the 
interests in the common dissent, then the 
scheme is to be absolutely withdrawn, 
If it were proposed to take away any 
rights of property without compensation, 
I should thoroughly agree with the pro- 


/viso the noble Viscount proposes, but if 


your Lordships will look at Clause 7 of 
the Bill you will see that it is there 
provided that : 


“No estate, interest, or right of a profitable 
or beneficial nature in, over, or affecting any 
common shall, except with the consent of the 
person entitled thereto, be taken away or 
injuriously affected by any scheme under this 
part of this Act without compensation being 
made or provided for the same by the counci 
making the scheme, and such compensation 
shall, in case of difference, be ascertained and 
provided in the same manner as if it were for 
the compulsory purchase and taking, or the 
injurious affecting of lands under the Land 
Clauses Acts.” 

Therefore, my Lords, under the Bill as it 
stands the fullest compensation is pro- 
vided, both for the lord of the manor 
and for any other person whose property 
it may be proposed to take away. In the 
first instance, the individual whose right 


. was affected would have the power to 


appeal to the Board of Agriculture, and 
we may suppose that the Board of 
Agriculture would listen carefully to his 
statement. Then, if the Board of Agri- 
culture should not agree with the person 
protesting, it is true the lord of the manor 
would have to surrender his right, but he 
would be amply compensated. I would 
put it to the House whether, under the 
present law, the rights of property owners 
are not amply protected. Of course as 
the noble Lord has withdrawn his Amend- 
ment there is nothing more to be said, 
but I think the case which he presented 
to the House was one deserving of very 
careful consideration. 


Lorp DAVEY: I am afraid that the 
Amendment of the noble Viscount will 
prove extremely embarrassing, both to the 
district board and to the Board of Agri- 
culture. I agree that the powers which 
it is proposed to exercise under this Bill 
may interfere with the legal rights of the 
lord of the manor. Therefore itis right, 
no doubt, that the lord of the manor 
should have a veto, but this does not 
apply to the commoners, because with 
the omission of Clause 8 of this Bill—the 
omission which the noble Viscount pro- 
poses to move—nothing can he done to 
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the common which will in any way inter- 
fere with the rights of the commoners to 
feed their cattle, sheep, ponies, donkeys, 
and geese on the common. There will 
only be then the power to make ascheme 
for regulating and levelling the common 
and so forth, but not to deprive any per- 
son of any right of common or in any way 
whatever to restrict or hinder the exer- 
cise of his right of common over the whole 
common as heretofore. Therefore it is 
not strictly necessary that the consent of 
the commoners, represented by  two- 
thirds, should be required. I think I am 
right in saying that only the consent of 
the lord of the manor is required to the 
making of a Provisional Order under the 
Inclosure Acts, although a Provisional 
Order of that character may seriously in- 
terfere with the rights of commoners. 
Therefore, I do not think it is strictly 
necessary to the limited purposes to which 
this Bill will be restricted if Clause 8 is 
struck out, as I suppose will be the case, 
that the consent of two-thirds of the com- 


moners should be obtained when their | 


rights will not in any way be interfered 


with. There is another objection to the 
manner in which the Amendment is 
framed. The noble Viscount’s Amend- 


ment requires notice of dissent from per- 
sons representing at least one-third in 
value of such interests in the common as 
are affected by the scheme. The noble 


Viscount, no doubt, is aware of the liti- | 


taken place, and 
which have been 
ascertaining exactly 
commoners who have 


gation which has 
the difficulties 
experienced in 
who are the 


rights of common, whether exercised or | 
maintaining private rights is the same 


not. That difficulty will be very much 
enhanced when you have to consider the 
value of the interests which persons may 
have in the common ; and he would be a 
bold man indeed who would venture to 
place a value upon those interests. 
Therefore it will be extremely difficult 
for the Board of Agriculture in many 
cases to ascertain whether the persons 


who dissent represent one-third in value | 


of the interests in the common, and it will 
be equally embarrassing for the district 
board. I would venture toask the noble 
Viscount whether, at another stage, he 
could not consider the expediency of 
leaving out division (/) of his Amendment. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: I am glad 
that the noble Lord has withdrawn his 


Amendment, and that there is now a 
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| possibility of the measure being regarded 

/as a non-contentious one. I should be 

| glad if the noble Viscount could give the 

| House some assurance that the Bill will 
be pushed on in the other House and_be- 
come law this session. 


THe Marquess or RIPON : I agree 
with the noble Lord who has just spoken 
in thinking that Lord Burghclere has 
done well in not contesting the Amend- 
ments of the Government, and in taking 
a step which, I hope, will secure the 
passing of this Bill during the present 
session. The Bill, as amended, will not 
secure all that my noble friend desired, 
but it will, at any rate, simplify toa large 
‘extent the process connected with the 
regulation of commons and village greens. 
I feel a little regret at the disappearance 
of the noble Lord’s Amendment to this 
clause, and I hope it will be remembered 
that there is a great difference between 
small commons and large commons. This 
Bill was drafted for the purpose of pro- 
viding simpler and less expensive 
machinery for regulating small commons 
‘and village greens, the circumstances of 
which are very different from those of 
the large commons, some of which are 
many thousands of acres in extent. 
Although I am sorry that the Amend- 
ment has been withdrawn, at the same 
time I think the noble Lord exercised 
a wise discretion in not pressing it. 


*ViscounT CROSS: It is true, as the 
noble Marquess has stated, that there is a 
natural difference between large and 
small commons, but the principle of 


and applies to both. With regard to the 
observations of the noble and learned 
Lord (Lord Davey), I may say that, 
although I listened with all the care I 
could to the very ingenious argument he 
put forward, no practical difficulty has 
been experienced in finding out who are 
the commoners. The difficulty has been 
in providing the funds for that purpose. 
My Amendment will do away with a 
large portion of the expenses, because it 
will be much easier to find out one-third 
of the persons interested than two-thirds. 
In reply to Lord Ribblesdale, I should be 
very glad, personally, to see the Bill 


‘passed as an agreed Bill this session, if 


possible. I cannot answer, of course, for 
what may take place in the other House, 
but I know that it is the wish of the 
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tbe Board of Agriculture that the Bill 
should pass as quickly as possible. 


Lorp SPENCER: The noble Viscount 
apparently did not thoroughly grasp the 
point in the speech of my noble and 
learned friend (Lord Davey) behind me. 
4 have had a very large experience with 
regard to commons, and I endorse what 
the noble and learned Lord has said 
as to the difficulty of ascertaining the 
value of interests which persons may have 
inacommon. The difficulty in regard to 
the commons with which [ have been con- 
nected was, first of all, to ascertain who 
were the commoners who had a_ legal 
right tothe common, and, secondly, the 
value of their right. I cannot help 


thinking that there is a very substantial ! 


and real objection to division (/) of the 
noble Viscount’s Amendment. 


Lorp THRING: My Lords, I have 
had a great deal to do with legislation 
affecting commons, and, although I am 
sorry the Amendment was not insisted 
apon, I cannot but congratulate your 
Lordships upon having consented to what, 
f believe, will be a very useful Bill. 
Under this Bill it will be brought within 
the power of every county to regulate its 
ewn commons, and I regard the Bill as a 
very useful one. 


On Question, “That these words be 
here inserted,” agreed to. 


Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3, agreed to, 
Clause 4 :— 


*ViscounT CROSS : My Lords, I move 
to leave out Clause 4. Under this clause 
a parish council may apply to the district 
council of the district comprising the 
parish to make a scheme for the regula- 
tion and management of any common 
within the parish; and, if the district 
eouncil refuses or neglects to make a 
scheme, the parish council may apply for 
that purpose to the county council. The 
county council, if satisfied that the cir- 
cumstances are such that a scheme should 
be made for the reguiation and manage- 
ment of the common, may pass a resolu- 
tion to that effect, and thereupon the 


powers and duties of the district council, 
| 


Viscount Cross. 


{LORDS} 


right hon. Gentleman the President of | so far as regards the common, are, under 
, this clause, transferred to the county 


/part of the 
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council, and the management of the com- 
mon vested by the scheme in that council. 
Under this clause one authority would 
practically be set up against the other, 
and in the opinion of the Government 
district councils may well be trusted 
with the making of these schemes. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, to leave out Clause 4.°—(Vis- 
count Cross.) 


THE Eart oF KIMBERLEY: The 
proposal in the clause is entirely in ac- 
cordance with modern practice, and the 
power of appeal to the county council has 
been found extremely useful; it some- 
times happens that the district council 
is not always a wise body, and that 
the county council, being more inde- 
pendent, can intervene with advantage. 
Ido not think there is anything at all 
alarming in this clause. 


*ViscounT CROSS: There are certain 
expenses connected with these schemes 
which, if the district council has to bear 
them, are spread over the immediate 
neighbourhood of the common; but if 
the common is vested in the county 
council the expenses are spread over the 
whole county, the majority of the in- 
habitants of which have probably never 
been near the common in their lives. 


Lorp DAVEY: The noble Viscount 
has not seen the effect of Section 3 of 
Clause 4. That section provides that, 
where a resolution has been passed by a 
county council under this section, the 
provisions of Section 63 of the Local 
Government Act, 1894, shall have effect. 
If the noble Viscount will look at 
Section 63 of the Local Government Act 
of 1894 he will see that it is there pro- 
vided that, where the county council 
acts in default of the district council, the 
county council has the right to charge 
the cost on the district council. I take 
it that that is the object for which 
Section 3 is inserted. 


On Question, “That Clause 4 stand 
Bill,” resolved in the 
negative. 








del 
con 
tio} 
I tl 
be | 


4 of | 


pro 
alre 


give 
Go 
mo} 
stag 
sha! 


her 


diff 
(Lo 
whi 
Act 
writ 
are 

the 

pro’ 
wit] 
187 
righ 
that 
und 
of d 
the1 


alto, 


Te 
d 


=(P 


vati 


out. 


part 





84 
ler 
ity 
m- 
“il. 
ld 
er, 
nt 
ed 





285 Commons and 


Clause 5 :— 


*ViscouNT CROSS: This clause pro- 
vides that a rural district council may 
delegate to a parish council any powers 
conferred on the district council in rela- 
tion to any commons within the parish. 
I think the power so delegated ought to 
be confined to management only. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 34, after ‘ powers’ to insert 
“of management.’ ”—( Viscount Cross.) 


LorpD DAVEY: The noble Viscount is 
probably aware that parish councils 
already have the power of management 
in regard to village greens expressly 
given to them by Section 8 of the Local 
Government Act of 1894, and I intend to 
move the insertion of a clause, at a later 
stage, to provide that nothing in this Bill 
shall prejudice that power. 


On Question, “That these words be 
here inserted,” agreed to. 


Clauses 6 and 7 agreed to. 
Clause 8 :— 


*ViscounT CROSS: I shall probably 
differ from my noble and learned friend 
(Lord Davey) with regard to this clause, 
which provides that a scheme under this 
Act may, with the previous consent in 
writing of the persons whose consents 
are required toa Provisional Order under 
the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1882, include 
provisions for ‘adjustment of rights” 
within the meaning of the Commons Act, 
1876. The question of adjustment of 
rights is such a delicate and difficult one 
that I think it can be better dealt with 
under my Act of 1876 than by the Board 
of Agriculture in the manner proposed ; 
therefore, I move to strike out Clause 8 
altogether. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 3 to leave out Clause 8,.”— 
—(Viscount Cross.) 


LorpD DAVEY : I assumed in my obser- 
vations that this clause would be struck | 


out. 


On Question, “That Clause 8 stand | 
part of the Bill,” resolved in the negative. 


Clause 9 amended and agreed to. 


{10 JuLy 1899} 
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Clause 10 :— 


*ViscouNT CROSS: Clause 10 pro- 
vides that where any common is situated 
in the districts of two or more district 
councils the county council of the 
county within which the common is 
situated shall, in relation thereto, have 
all the powers conferred upon a district 
council in relation to any common within 
their district, and that the Act shall 
apply to the county council as if that 
council were a district council, and the 
management of the common shall be 
vested in the county council. It seems 
to me, and to the Government, that, if 
the common is situated in the districts of 
two district councils, the better course 
would be that those two district councils 
should work by a committee, as provided 
inthe Local Government Act, 1894, and 
that the matter should not be referred to 
the county council at all. 


On Question, “That Clause 10 stand 
part of the Bill,” resolved in the negative. 


Clauses 11, 12, and 13 agreed to. 
Clause 14 :— 


*ViscounT CROSS : As we have done 
away with the county council, the words 
I propose to omit are unnecessary, and 
this is, therefore, a consequential Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, to leave out from ‘shall’ in 
line 14 to ‘ case’ in line 17.”-—( Viscount Cross.) 


THE Earn or KIMBERLEY: My 
noble friend said he had “done away 
with the county council.” That seems 
to be the general desire in this matter, 
but I cannot see why this jealousy of the 
county council should exist. 


On Question, “:That these words 
stand part of the clause,” resolved in the 
negative. 

Clause 14, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 15 agreed to. 


Clause 16 :— 


*ViscounT CROSS: My Amendment 
to this clause, though it strikes out the 
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words “London County Council,” is not 


in any way an attack upon that body. | 


The following clause—Clause 17—pro- 
vides that a scheme under the Bill shall 


not apply to any common which is the | 


subject of a scheme made under the 
Metropolitan Commons Acts, 1866 to 
1878, which the Department are of opinion 
work most satisfactorily, and which they 
would be very unwilling to see amended 
in this Bill. 


Amendment moved— 

“In paye 4, line 32, after ‘This’ to insert 
‘Part of this’; and to leave out from ‘ apply’ 
in line 32 to the end of the clause, and insert 
‘to the council of a county borough in like 
manner as if that council were the council of 
an urban district.’ ”—({ Viscount Cross.) 


On Question, “That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
clause,” resolved in the negative. 


On Question, “That the words pro- 
posed to be inserted stand part of the 
clause,” agreed to. 


Clause 16, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 17 amended and agreed to. 


Clause 18 amended and agreed to. 


Lorp DAVEY: I desire to move the 
insertion of a new clause providing that 
nothing in this Bill shall in any way pre- 
judice the right of management of recrea- 
tion grounds and village greens vested in 
parish councils by Section 8, Sub-section 
(1) (d), of the Local Government Act, 
1894. 


*Viscount CROSS: I have not had 
time to refer to the clause, and would 
therefore suggest that the noble and 
learned Lord should put his Amendment 
down for the Standing Committee. 

Lorp DAVEY: Very well. I will 
do so. 


Clause 19: 


*ViscountT CROSS: This clause was 
framed some years ago to meet a special 
case. It has since been found possible to 
do without it, and as it is not now wanted 
I move its deletion. 


Viscount Cross. 


{LORDS} 
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| Amendment moved— 

“In page5, toleaveout Clause 19.”— (Viscount 
Cross.) 


On Question, “That Clause 19 stand 
part of the Bill,” resolved in the negative. 


Clause 20 amended and agreed to. 
Clause 21: 


Lorp TEYNHAM: I beg to move the 
insertion of a new sub-section to provide 
that all the powers exercisable by the 
London County Council and other local 
authorities under the Open Spaces Acts 
of 1877 to 1890 may also be exercisable 
by the county council of any administra- 
tive county. The only county councils 
which at present possess these powers are 
the London County Council and the 
County Council of Middlesex. I think it 
will be admitted that the London County 
Council has made good use of its powers. 
Indeed, it may be said that the gratitude 
of Londoners is chiefly due to the council 
on account of the zeal it has displayed in 

acquiring open spaces and public parks in 

the neighbourhood of London. Middlesex 
obtained these powers under a private 
Act last year, and, although so short a 
time has elapsed, it has already spent 
| £20,000 in the acquisition of open spaces, 
and is now prepared to spend a further 
sum of upwards of £20,000. Every 
county council, of course, will not have 
the same opportunities as those of London 
and Middlesex, but the County Councils 
of Kent, Surrey, Hertfordshire, Essex, 
and the county councils of counties in 
which there are large manufacturing 
towns will be able to make good use of 
|these powers. I see that the noble 
Viscount has an Amendment to strike out 
Clause 21. 


_  *Viscount CROSS : I have withdrawn 
‘my Amendment to strike out the clause. 


Lorp TEYNHAM: Then I hope the 
noble Viscount will accept my addition. 


| Amendment moved—. 


| After Sub-section (3) to insert new sub- 
| section: ‘All the powers exercisable by the 
| London County Counei} and other local 
| authorities under the Open Spaces Acts, 1877 
to 1890, may also be exercisable by the county 
council of any administrative county, and any 
| expenses incurred by a county council under 
{ 
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incurred under the Local Government Act, 
1888.’ ”—(Lord Teynham.) 

*ViscounT CROSS: I have no objection 
to offer to this Amendment, if it is agree- 
able to the House. 

Lorp BURGHCLERE: I have ex- 
amined the Amendment, which I regard 
as an excellent one, and one which will 
greatly improve the Bill. 

On Question “ That this sub-section be 
here inserted,” agreed to. 


Clause 21, as amended, agreed to. 
Remaining clauses agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Com- 
mittee, and to be printed as amended 
[No. 161.] 


MARRIAGES VALIDITY (No. 2) BILL 
(H.L.] 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 


ing read, 


*LorpD MACNAGHTEN : My Lords, 
at the instance of several persons of great 
eminence in Ireland, including four very 
distinguished judges, chancellors of seven 
dioceses, and inctuding also His Grace the 
Archbishop of Armagh, Primate of all 
Ireland, and, I believe, with the full approval 
of the Irish Lord Chancellor, I venture to 
submit this Bill to your Lordships. Iam 
not quite sure that [am in a position to 
do complete justice to the difficulty which 
has led to the introduction of this measure, 
because I am not an ecclesiastical lawyer, 
but I will explain to your Lordships in a 
sentence what the difficulty is. When two 
persons marry, one of whom resides in 
Ireland and the other in England, and 


they are married by banns, and the banns | 


are published in the two countries to which 
they respectively belong, it has been sug- 
gested that the marriage is or may be in- 
valid. That is a very startling suggestion. 
I am not altogether certain that I appre- 
ciate the point myself. I am informed, 
however, that it is quite visible to the eye 
of an ecclesiastical lawyer. 
a divergence of opinion. Ecclesiastical 
lawyers in Ireland say there is nothing 
in the point. Ecclesiastical lawyers in 
England of considerable eminence think 
that the point is a serious one, and that 
it is quite possible that a marriage of the 


sort to which I have referred might be | 


{10 JuLy 1899} 


the said Acts shall he defrayed as expenses | 


But herein is | 
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declared invalid. Ido not think I need 
_ pursue t he subject further, because I am 
sure your Lordships will agree with me 
that on such a point doubts ought not 
to be permitted to exist. When parties 
marry in good faith, believing that they 
are complying with the law in every parti- 
cular, it is intolerable that there should 
be any unnecessary doubt as to the validity 
of the marriage. I am happy to say there 


is an exact precedent for this Bill. The 
same doubt occurred in the case of 
marriages solemnized under _ similar 


circumstances, where one of the parties 
to the marriage resided in Scotland and ° 
the other in England. An Act was passed ' 
in 1886 to remove any doubt in such a 
case—it is the 49 Victoria, Cap. 3. I 
need not trouble your Lordships with 
reading that Statute, because it is, mutatis 
mutandis, absolutely the same as the Bill 
which I now beg to move be read a second 
time. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be read 2%.”— 
(Lord Macnaghten.) 


*THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Eart of HAtspury) : I confess that I do 
not share the doubt which has been raised 
as to the validity of marriages such as 
those to which the noble Lord has 
referred, but as some objection may be 
raised I think the noble Lord has done 
wisely in bringing forward this Bill, to 
which I hope your Lordships will give a 
Second Reading. 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2“ (according to order); and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House to-morrow. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL [H.L.] 

Amendments reported (according to 
order); a further Amendment made; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


QUESTIONS. 


GOVERNMENT VALUERS AND THE 
ESTATE DUTY. 
*THoeE CHAIRMAN or COMMIT- 


TEES (The Earl of Morey): In the 
absence of my noble friend the Earl of 
Bradford I beg to ask Her Majesty’s 
Government a question, of which my 
noble friend has given private notice— 
namely, whether, in the event of the 
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Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
sending a valuer of their own to 


value property for estate duty purposes, 
they are entitled to withhold from the 
person from whom duty is claimed infor- 
mation with respect to the figures of such 
valuation ; and, if so, whether it is fair 
and equitable that the Commissioners 
should do so. 


*THE LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount 
Cross): The Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue act, for the purposes of fixing 
the estate duty of a property, under the 
7th Section of the Finance Act of 1894. 
That section provides that the capital 
value of the property shall be what, in 
their opinion, it will fetch in the open 
market. There are provisions for ena- 
bling them to employ valuers, if they 
think necessary, to enable them to form 
that opinion. There is nothing in the 
section which compels them to accept 
that valuation, and they are in no way 
bound to inform the persons of whom the 
duty is claimed of the figures of suck 
valuation. It is, in fact, in the nature of 
advice upon which they may arrive at 
whatever decision they think just. 
Therefore the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer says he can see no equitable 
reason against their declining to give that 
information. 


*THE EaRL oF MORLEY: I think 
the answer is very unsatisfactory. As 
I understand, the successor to property 
has to send in his valuation. This applies 
specially to works of art and matters of 
that kind. If the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue are not satisfied with 
that valuation, they send down their own 
valuer. If that valuer values at a lower 
price than the successor’s own valuer, 
surely the successor ought to have 
the benefit. If the valuation made 
by the valuer appointed by the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue is 
higher than the valuation of the suc- 
cessor, the latter is compelled to pay a 
higher succession duty. The attitude of 
the Inland Revenue in this matter is very 
much like the old game of heads I win, 
tails you lose. 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: If I 
understand the matter rightly, this seems 
to me most iniquitously unfair. Having 
been responsible, with others, for the 


Finance Act under which all this is done, | 
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I am not at all disposed to press the 
Government to fritter away the provisions 
of that Act, but, at the same time, I do 
not think it is reasonable that the Trea- 
sury should have a standard of right and 
wrong which is not the standard of a man 
in ordinary transactions. The point raised 
is not an infringement of the provisions 
of the Bill, neither would it weaken those 
provisions, and I therefore hope that it 
will receive more consideration. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp SECRE- 
TARY oF STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALISBURY) : 
I differ from the noble Earl, inasmuch as 
I am not responsible for the Act in any 
way ; but I think the noble Earl is a little 
harsh upon the Inland Revenue, and for 
this reason. If it were true, as he says, 
that the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
were following a course which no ordinary 
gentleman would follow in his private 
affairs, I think it is probable that they 
would come within the reach of the courts 
of law. If they did come within the 
reach of the courts of law I imagine 
that some patriotic citizen would bring 
the point practically to the test. I do 
not know whether it is a fact or not, but 
it is certainly very desirable that the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue should 
not be, in the view of the country, ex- 
posed to the censure which the noble Earl 
has passed upon them. 
MILITIA AND FOREIGN 

SERVICE. 

Lord BRAYE: My Lords, I rise to 
ask the Secretary of State for War in re- 
ference to an Army Order dated 8th May, 
1899, which sets forth, among other 
things, that in case 75 per cent. of a 
Militia battalion elects to serve abroad, 
the whole battalion will be considered 
liable to so serve ; whether the remaining 
quarter of the battalion, in case it does 


THE 


‘not so consent, is liable nevertheless. I 


also desire to ask the noble Marquess the 
Secretary of State for War how many 
Militia battalions have up to the present 
time consented to serve abroad, and 
whether they consented unanimously, or 
with a minority of 25 per cent. refusing 
to so serve. The Army Order to which 
I refer has given rise to great perplexity 
among those interested in Militia matters, 
and any elucidation which the noble 
Marquess can find it convenient to give 
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will, I am sure, be hailed with great satis- 
faction. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (The MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE): 
My Lords, I think the Army Order to 
which the noble Lord refers is that of 
the 10th of May. He has not quoted it 
quite accurately. What it says is that a 
Militia unit may be registered as avail- 
able for special service if not less than 


75 per cent. of the officers and men com- | 


posing it offer to accept the liability. 
But there is no intention of enforcing the 
liability against any men, whether they 
amount to 25 per cent. ora lesser per- 
centage, who do not voluntarily offer to 
accept it. This point was explained in 
the House of Commons by the represen- 
tative of the War Office. It has not yet 
been found possible to register any 
Militia battalion as available for special 
service, the number of men volunteering 
having in no case come up to the 500 
required by the Army Order. But, 
although no battalions have been regis- 
tered as such, 3,213 infantry militiamen 
have engaged as individuals for special 
service with their line battalions, and 
would be available if those battalions 
were to be detailed for service. Of the 
Militia artillery eight corps have been 
registered, 75 per cent. of the men having 
volunteered in each case, and 250 men in 
each corps having been found to comply 
with the conditions laid down, These 
corps belong respectively to Sligo, Wick- 
low, Lancashire, Durham, Limerick City, 
Antrim, Yorkshire, and Edinburgh. Be- 
sides these, 490 Militia artillerymen 
have accepzed the special service system 
liability as individuals, making in all 
3,703 men of this arm. In our opinion 
the above facts are not sufficient to justify 
a conclusion as to the success of the 
experiment. The Army order was not 
issued till May 10th, when some corps 
had begun their training and others 
were assembling. These corps had, con- 
sequently, insufficient notice of the 
liability to seven days’ extra training 
which is required of all men accepted 
for special service. In the circumstances 
it is not unsatisfactory that we should 
have made even a comparatively small 
beginning, and we hope that the numbers 
will be largely increased when the con- 
ditions offered are more generally under- 
stood. 

Lorp BRAYE: The point I desire to 
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have elucidated is whether, if 75 per 
cent. of the Militia battalion elect to 
serve abroad, the remaining 25 per cent. 
would be at liberty to retire from the 
battalion, or must they go abroad with 
the others. 

*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
I hope I have made it quite evident that 
there will be no compulsion on the 25 per 
cent. of the battalion to serve with their 
comrades who have accepted special 
service liability. The manner in which 
they might be disposed of is a question 
which will have to be considered when 
the occasion arises ; but I would suggest 
that one way of doing it would be, in the 
case where there are two Militia bat- 
talions, to transfer the 25 per cent. 
temporarily to the other battalion. 

Lorp BRAYE: I understand that; 
although the word “ unanimous” is not 
used in the Army Order, a Militia bat- 
talion must consent unanimously to serve 
abroad before it can be sent; that is to 
say, if one single man in a_ battalion 
refuses so to serve, the whole battalion 
would be counted as having voted against 
serving abroad. What I want to know 
is whether the 75 per cent. mentioned in 
the Order is to be considered as equivalent 
to a unanimous consent. 

*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: If 
the noble Lord will allow me to show 
him afterwards the Act of Parliament 
upon which these arrangements depend, 
as well as the Army Order which carries 
out the Act of Parliament, I think I shall 
be able to explain to him what I admit 
is an intricate matter, and one which [ 
think at the present moment he does not 
quite understand. 

MEETINGS OF CONVOCATION, 

Lorp KINNAIRD: My Lords, I beg 
to ask Her Majesty’s Government whether 
a joint assembly of members of the two 
Convocations is not in fact a meeting 
of the Convoeations, and therefore illegal 
without a licence from the Crown. I 
understand that those who summoned the 
special meeting of the Convocations re- 
ferred to anticipated that there would be 
some difficulty, because the public Press 
had referred to the assembly as an irregu- 
lar meeting. They thought, however, 
that by not meeting as Convocation, but 
as individuals, they could evade the 
custom or the law by which it is neces- 
sary to obtain a licence from the Crown 
before they met. It may he that the 








235 Questions. 
affair is not of much importance in itself, 
but, in view of recent events in the 
Church, it is desirable to look rather | 
closely into these matters. Questions of 
considerable importance may have been 
discussed at the meeting, but as it was 
held in private, the public do not know 
what went on there. I wish to know 
whether the Government consider that 
the proceedings were irregular. 


*THe LORD CHANCELLOR : I hope 
the noble Lord will forgive me for saying 
that his question is not whether these 
proceedings were or were not irregular. 
The question is, whether the proceedings 
were illegal. The noble Lord is quite 
right in suggesting that it is a question of 
fact, and certainly no Member of Her 
Majesty’s Government could give an 
answer to the question without knowing 
more about the facts than the noble 
Lord has disclosed. I know nothing 
more about the proceedings than what 
the noble Lord has just mentioned, and 
these facts do not appear in the question 
on the Paper. The tact that some gen- 
tlemen met together in private and dis- 
cussed questions of interest, although they 
had reference to important matters which 
had lately been discussed elsewhere, does 
not necessarily in point of law make that 
a meeting of the Convocations; and 
whether that constituted such a meeting 
I, as an individual Member of Her 
Majesty’s Government, am not prepared 
to affirm. I should hesitate to answer 
such a question until I knew absolutely 
what was done ; in what character these 
gentlemen came together, and whether or 
not they were invested with any parti- 
cular mission from anybody else, or pur- 
ported to act themselves in any official 
character. I should hesitate to express | 
any opinion upon a subject which might 
become a matter of debate in a court of 
law ; but if the noble Lord were to ask 
me, even as an abstract point of law, 
whether a sitting of convocation without | 
Her Majesty’s licence was illegal, I would 
have no difficulty in answering him; but | 
he would not require my assistance as to | 
the answer to that question. In these 
circumstances I can only say, on behalf of 
Her Majesty’s Government, that the facts 
which the noble Lord has brought for- 
ward are insufficient to enable them to 
form a judgment. 


THE EarL oF KIMBERLEY: I ama 
little astonished at the profound ignorance 
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of the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack as to what has taken place, 
because I thought the noble and learned 
Lord, in common with most of us, read 
the newspaper reports of what took place 
at meetings of Convocation. I should 
have thought that he would have known 
that after the regular meeting of Con- 
vocation there was, according to the 
intelligence which has reached the public, 
a meeting of the two Convocations to- 
gether. It is said that that was only a 
meeting of the members of the two 
Convocations. I do not wish to impute 
to those gentlemen any desire to evade 
the law, but to the ordinary mind it looks 
uncommonly like it. I do not pretend 


that anything very serious would 
arise from the meeting, and I 


certainly should not have said a word 
about the subject except for the fact that 
I could not help thinking, when I read 
the account which appeared in many news- 
papers, that this was part and parcel of 
what is going on in the Church, and of an 
ardent desire on the part of a good many 
people connected with the Church of 
England to pass by, if they can, the civil 
power. It is only from that point of view 
that I attach any importance to this ques- 
tion. I have not the least objection to 
the two Convocations meeting together, 
but I do feel jealous of anything being 
done by a side wind, especially at the 
present moment, which is not authorised 
by the law of the land. Therefore I have 
a certain amount of sympathy with the 
question which the noble Lord (Lord 
Kinnaird) has asked. The noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack has asked 
that a case should be drawn up. I do not 
feel competent to do that, and I do not 
think it is necessary that a case should be 
laid before the Government. It is the 
business of the Government to watch 
everything of this kind, and to see that 
nothing is done which in any way passes 
by the prerogative of the Crown. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
My Lords, I am loth to confess that I do 
not study ecclesiastical literature with 
the devotion of the noble Earl, and I was 
utterly ignorant that this awful thing had 
taken place. I thought the Convocation 
of York met at York, and the Convoca- 
tion of Canterbury at Canterbury, and 
how both could possibly meet together 
immediately afterwards I fail to imagine. 
It is a very terrible thing which the noble 
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Lord has discovered, but I think, when | NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 


he has discovered a gunpowder plot of | 
this kind, he ought to go further into it, 
and supply us with more detail. It is| 


TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL. 
Lords 


Amendments considered, and 


impossible for this Assembly to recover | agreed to. 


from the shock it has sustained unless we | 


know the precise nature of the con- | TRANSVAAL MORTGAGE LOAN AND 
spiracy against our civil law to which 


his 
the 


alluded in 
suggest to 


noble Lord has 
would 


the 
question. I 


noble Earl for his comfort, if this thing | 


disturbs his sleep, that this confusion has 


arisen from his not sufficiently dwelling | 


upon the word “meetings,” and the diffe- 
rent meanings of it. I doubt very much 


Convocation to meet if they come across 


each other in a room, but, if they meet | 


for the purpose of exercising any of the 
o od 


FINANCE COMPANY BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 


/out Amendment. 


| ment made ; 


whether it is illegal for the members of | 


powers which belong to Convocation, I | 


suppose they would be assuming powers 


which they did not possess, and would be | 
acting, if not illegally, in a highly un- | 


constitutional manner. I doubt exceed- 
ingly whether the members of Convocation 
do not put more value on their own time 
than to go through a process which would 
be entirely destitute of result. Quarter 
sessions cannot meet without a licence 
from the Crown ; but if the magistrates 
meet together 
one would ever 
it un-constitutional. 


dream of 


The 


doctrine laid 


FURNESS RAILWAY BIL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered; an Amend- 
Bill to be read the third 
time, 

GLASGOW CORPORATION (GAS 
WATER) BILL [Lords]. 
amended, considered; Amend- 
made; Bill to be read the third 


AND 


As 
ments 
time. 


GLASGOW CORPORATION (TRAM- 
WAYS, Erc.) BILL [Lords]. 

As amended, considered; Amend- 

ments made; Bill to be read the third 


time. 


in the county town no | 
calling | 


down by the noble Ear] is that all English- | 


men are at liberty to meet where they 


please unless they happen to be invested | 


with some ecclesiastical authority. That | 
is a limitation of our rights which the | 


noble Earl will have to explain more | 


clearly. 
the noble Lord has discovered a mare’s 
nest, which I suppose is something like a 
bishop’s nest. 


So far as I can see, I am afraid | 


| made ; 


House adjourned at a quarter before | 


Six of the clock, til 
half-past Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 10th July 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





INVERNESS HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 


Lords Amendment to Commons Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


To-morrow, | 





YARMOUTH CORPORATION 
BILL [Lords]. 


GREAT 


KIRKCALDY CORPORATION AND 


TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. 


LOWESTOFT WATER 
{Lords}. 


AND GAS BILL 


As amended, considered ; to be read 


the third time. 
TOTLAND WATER BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; Amendments 
3111 to be read the third time. 


FYLDE WATER BOARD BILL [Lords]. 
To be read a second time To-morrow. 
HASTINGS HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 
WOLVERHAMPTON CORPORATION 

BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY (GENERAL 


POWERS) BILL [Lords]. (By Order.) 
Read a second time, and committed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 20.) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 
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EDUCATION DEPARTMENT  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 


(LONDON) BILL [Lords]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP M). 


Mr. LAURENCE Harpy reported from | 


the Committee on Group M of Private 
Bills, That the parties promoting the 


Clyde Navigation Bill [Lords] had stated | 


that the evidence of John T. Costigane 


was essential to their case ; and, it having | 


been proved that his attendance could not 
be procured without the intervention of 


the House, he had been instructed to | 


move that the said John T. Costigane do 
attend the said Committee To-morrow, at 
half-past Eleven of the clock. 

Ordered, That John T. Costigane do 
attend the Committee on Group M of 
Private Bills To-morrow, 
Eleven of the clock. 

PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP Kk). 

Colonel GUNTER reported from the 
Committee on Group K of Private Bills ; 
That, to meet the convenience of parties, 


they had adjourned till Monday, the | 


17th of July. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


BEXHILL AND ST. LEONARDS TRAM- 
ROADS BILL [Lords]. 


Reported [preamble not proved]; Re- 


port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


PETITIONS. 


GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY LOCAL | 


AUTHORITIES). 


Petitions in favour from Mitcham, 
Castleton, and Lombardian Building 


Society ; to lie upon the Table. 
POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) | 
ACT, 1845. | 
Petitions for alteration of Law from | 
Stewarton and Monifieth ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


tETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


Asie 

NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY 
(CORRESPONDENCE). 

Return presented relative _ thereto | 
{ordered 3rd July ; Mr. Lecky]; to lie | 
upon the Table. | 
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| SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
Copy presented of Treasury Minute, 
|dated 3rd July, 1899, declaring that 
| Henry Gwilliam, Artificer, Royal Small 
| Arms Factory, War Office, was appointed 
without a Civil Service Certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the Head of 
his Department [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SHOP HOURS ACT (INSPECTORS). 
__ Return presented relative thereto [Ad- 
dress 13th March; Mr. Provand] ; to lie 
/upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 272.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1889. 


LOCAL TAXATION (CUSTOMS AND EX. 
CISE) ACT, 1890. 


EDUCATION AND LOCAL TAXATION 
ACCOUNT (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1892. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES, CONGESTED 


DISTRICTS AND BURGH LAND TAX 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1896. 


TAXATION ACCOUNT (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT, 1898. 


Copy presented of Return showing the 


LOCAL 


total payments into and out of the Local 


Taxation (Scotland) Account, for the 
Financial Year 1898-9 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 
RENTS). 

Copy presented of Return for the 

month of December, 1898 [by Command]; 


| to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2312 to 2314 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 


FORTHCOMING NAVAL 
MAN(CEUVRES. 
Stk EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- 


_land) : I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
| Admiralty if he will be good enough to 
| state what arrangements are intended to 


be made for the mobilisation of the 
Channel and Coastguard Squadron for the 
summer manoeuvres ; are they to be 
similar to those of 1897 or those of last 
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year, which were of a limited character | 
owing to the coal dispute in Wales ; will | 
he state the number and type of ships | 
that are to be mobilised, and whether the | 
tactics will be those of attack or those of | 
defence of the English Channel and other | 
approaches to naval, military, and com- | 
mercial harbours ; and will he also state | 
the number of men of the Coastguard and | 
first and second class Naval Reserves who | 
are to be embarked, and for what period. | 


Tue FIRST LORD or THE ADMIR- | 


ALTY (Mr. GoscHEN, St. George’s, | 
Hanover Square): The _ information | 
desired by the hon. Member will be | 


promulgated shortly, but I may say that | 
the manceuvres will be strategical. The 
number of Coastguard to be embarked 
will be 1,500, for about one month. 
About 400 Royal Naval Reserve men, 
who are serving for six months, will also 
be borne in the ships during the 
manceuvres. 
} 
In answer to a further question by Sir 
Edward Gourley which was inaudible 
in the gallery, 


Mr. GOSCHEN said : The composition 
of the squadron will be about the same as 
before. 


SCOTTISH FISHERIES—H.M.S. 
“ JACKAL.” 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether he is aware that out of the 
119 days between Ist January and the | 
29th April H.M.S. “Jackal,” which is 
employed on sea police duty for the Scot- 
tish Fishery Board, was actually at sea 
for only 77 days, and seeing that this 
shows that in the short space of four | 
months the vessel was in port for no less | 
than 42 days, can any arrangements be | 
made under which the work for which the | 
vessel is detailed is more zealously per- | 
formed. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I do not think that 
the “Jackal” has been actually at sea for 
as long as 77 days, but no complaints | 
have been received at the Admiralty from | 
the Fishery Board for Scotland as to her | 
work not being zealously performed. 


Mr. WEIR: Has the right hon. Gentle- | 


man read the answer given on this matter | 
by the Lord Advocate the other day ? | 


Mr. GOSCHEN: Yes, Sir. 
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Mr. WEIR: I shall put another ques- 
tion on this. 


Questions, 


EXPANDING BULLETS. 

Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether the bullet known as the 
Mark IV. missile is manufactured at 
Woolwich at the present time, and 
whether over two million rounds of this 
kind of ammunition are held in reserve 
stock ; whether this missile is now being 
served out to the British soldiers in South 
Africa; and whether this bullet is 
expressly constructed so as to expand on 
impact, and on that account possesses the 
quality of the Dum-Dum bullet, which, 
according to report, has been condemned 
at the Peace Conference at the Hague. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY orSTATE 
FoR WAR (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) : 
Cartridges with Mark IV. bullet are being 


/ manufactured at Woolwich ; and a supply 


of this ammunition has been sent to 


South Africa. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): Hear, hear. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Shame! 
Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


must be aware that the word ‘“ shame,” as 
used by him, is not a proper word in this 
House. 


Mr. DILLON : I apologise, Mr. Speaker, 
for using the word. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
Someone cried “Hear, hear.” Perhaps 
that ought not to have been said. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM (resuming): I am 
not prepared to state the quantity of this 
ammunition at present in stock. The 


| bullet is constructed to expand on impact. 


Pending the receipt of a final report from 
our representatives at the Conference I 
must decline to discuss the bearing of any 
conclusion at which the Conference have 
arrived. 


Mr. DILLON : May I ask whether any 
medical experiments have been made 
through the War Office with reference to. 
the effect of this bullet before it was 
adopted by the authorities ? 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: A great many ex- | has been received from the officers con- 


periments have been made, and some are 
even now being carried on ; but it is quite 
impossible to discuss this question by way 


of question and answer without importing | 


argument into my reply. I avoided that 
because I am aware that the hon. Member 
is precluded from using argument. 


Mr. DILLON : Will the hon. Member 
include the result of the medical experi- 
ments in regard to this bullet in the 
papers dealing with the original Dum-Dum 
bullet promised by the Secretary for India 
to be laid upon the Table of the House in 
the course of the next few days ? 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I must ask for 
notice of that question. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Were some 
of the Dum-Dums made in Sheffield ? 


UPKEEP OF SCOTTISH CASTLES. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War if he can state the average annual 
sum spent in the maintenance and upkeep 


of the Castles of Edinburgh, Stirling, and | 


Blackness, during the ten years 1889-98, 
excluding sums spent on new barrack 
accommodation in these places. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The annual average 
charge during the last sixteen years for 
the maintenance and upkeep of the castles 
named in the question, excluding new 
services, has been £1,537. 

CHELSEA BARRACKS SCHOOL OF 

INSTRUCTION. 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL PRYCE-JONES 
{Montgomery Boroughs): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that at the School of 
Instruction at Chelsea Barracks the 
accommodation afforded to officers 


attending the school for changing their | 


dress is far from satisfactory ; and that 
the lavatory arrangements in connection 
with the same school are unsatisfactory ; 
whether he is aware that a trifling outlay 
would effect these improvements, and 
‘would be much appreciated by officers 
attending the classes; and whether he 
will make inquiries in reference to these 
matters, and, if afterwards found advis- 
able, will take the necessary steps to 
carry out the suggested improvements. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No complaint as to 
the accommodation at Chelsea Barracks 


cerned. Any representation on the sub- 
ject should be made through the General 
commanding the Home District. 


INDIAN TROOPS SERVING 

OUT OF INDIA. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) ; 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will state what Indian troops 
are now serving outside the limits of 
India, and in what places ; and whether 
the expenses of any of the troops so sery- 
ing outside India are borne by the Indian 
Exchequer. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. HAMILTON, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The lst Bengal Infantry, at 
the Mauritius, is the only regiment of the 
Indian Army now employed outside the 
limits of India. Besides these there are 
a certain number of volunteers from 
various Indian regiments whu are in the 
service of the Uganda and other com- 
panies. The expenses of none of them 
are borne by the Indian Exchequer. 


NATIVE 


BRITISH TRADE IN THE NIGER PRO- 
TECTORATE. 

Mr. J. E. ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what have been the figures of trade (im- 
ports and exports separately) for each of 
the ten years 1889 to 1898 between the 
United Kingdom and the Niger Protec- 
torate; whether any expense has been 
borne by the Imperial Exchequer in rela- 
tion to that protectorate since the grant 
of the charter; and, in that case, what 
has been the total sum so charged, and 
for what purpose. 

*THE UNDER SECRETARY of 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
BroprRick, Surrey, Guildford) : The trade 
of the United Kingdom with the Niger 
Protectorate (exclusive of the territory 
administered by the Niger Company) 
for the years 1889-1898 was as follows— 


Imports Exports 
£ £ 

Aug. 1, 1891—July 31, 1892 580,177 427,264 
» 1,1892— ,, ,, 1893 625,444 497,469 
Apl. 1, 1893—Mch. 31, 1894 697,483 491,765 
» 1,1894— ,, ,, 1895 581,230 463,171 
» 1,1895— ,, ,, 1896 575,447 536,537 
» 1,1896— ,, ,, 1897 563,291 546.466 
» 1,1897— ,, ., 1898 504,602 497.589 


Earlier returns cannot be given, as the 
Niger Coast Protective Administration 
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only commenced in August, 1891. Up 


to the 31st of December, 1893, the Com- | 


missioner’s salary was charged to Imperial 
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| Sir Harry Johnston, who will be appointed 


Funds, out of which also an advance of | 


£14,000 was made for initial expenses. 
This was repaid in 1893-94, and_ the 
Protectorate has since been self-sup- 
porting. 


DELAGOA BAY ARBITRATION. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he will ascertain when the award in 
regard to the Delagoa Bay Arbitration is 
likely to be made. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: It is believed that 
the award will be given not later than 
October next. 


§ST. PETERSBURG HERRING IMPORTS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, in 
view of the fact that up to the 30th of 
June the Foreign Office has received no 
reply to the representations of Her 
Majesty’s Ambassador at St. Petersburg 
for improved facilities for the discharge 
and storage of herrings, will he state 
whether any reply has now been received, 
and if not, will renewed representations 
be made at an early date. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: There is 
gress to report in this matter, and Her 
Majesty’s Ambassador will exercise his 
discretion as to pressing it again on the 
Russian Government. 


THE UGANDA PROTECTORATE. 

CoMMANDER BETHELL (York E. R., 
Holderness) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether Mr. Berkeley has resigned the 
Commissionership of the Uganda Protec- 
torate, and whether any successor to him 
has been appointed. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: I regret to say that 
in consequence of illness Mr. Berkeley, 
the Commissioner and Consul-General of 
the Uganda Protectorate, has been forced 
to resign his appointment. The Secretary 
of State, considering that order has now 
been restored in the Protectorate and that 
the railway is far advanced, thinks this a 
fitting time to send a Special Commissioner 
to Uganda to report what posts it is 
desirable to establish, especially in view 


no pro- | 


with full powers to administer the Pro- 

tectorate and with the same control of 

the military fo-.c2s as is given to other 

Governors, also holding special appoint 
a ’ Ly ‘ 2 

ments as Com:mnanders-in-Chief. 


BRITISH CONSULAR SHIPPING OFFICE 
AT NEW YORK. 

Str JAMES FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether his attention has been called to 
an article in the Shipping World of 24th 
May, 1899, concerning the shipping office 
of Her Majesty’s Consul-General at New 
York; whether that office is situated at a 
great distance from the general office of 
the Consulate-General, and is crowded by 
boarding-house keepers, crimps, and low 
characters, whose presence on the 
occasions when seamen are engaged and 
discharged leads habitually to scenes of 
intimidation, disturbance and outrage ; 
and whether he does or does not have 
made out in his own office and there 
handed to the seamen the advance notes, 
which, it is alleged, they are at present 
compelled to give up to the boarding-house 
keeper. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: My attention has 
been called to the article mentioned in the 
question. Several reports have from 
time to time been received from Her 
Majesty’s Consul-General on the subject 
of the arrangements in force for the 
engagement and discharge of seamen at 
New York. The Consular shipping 
office, which is in the same street and 
close to the general office of the Consul- 
General, is open to the public, and no 
persons desiring to resort to it for busi- 
ness purposes are excluded so long as 
they conduct themselves with propriety. 
The question whether on the occasions 
when seamen are engaged or discharged 


the office should be cleared of all persons 


| mon occurrence in the Consulate. 


not immediately concerned in the trans- 
action is under consideration. It is not 
the fact that disorderly scenes are of com- 
In an 


office where upwards of 20,000 seamen 


are engaged and discharged annually 
it is practically inevitable that distur- 
bances should occasionally take place, but 
such incidents are exceptional, and 


of Colonel Martyr’s advance on the Nile. | generally no difficulty is experienced in 


For this purpose he proposes to avail him- | keeping order. 


With regard to advance 


self of the administrative experience of | notes, I should state that the payment of 
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an advance to a seaman is a criminal 

offence according to United States law. 

JAMAICA RAILWAY DEBENTURE 
HOLDERS. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the Jamaica Govern- 
ment has now carried out its engagement 
with the debenture holders of the 
Jamaica Railway, which have been in 
default for more than two years. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): The Government of 
Jamaica is bound by the provisions of a 
Colonial Law—the Railway Law of 1889 
—to make certain payments and to issue 
certain Colonial Government stock to the 
holders of first mortgage bonds of the 
Jamaica Railway Company upon the rail- 
way being vested in the Government by 
an order of the Supreme Court of the 
colony. No such order has yet been 
made. Consequently, there has been no 
delay on the part of the Government. 
JAMAICA AND THE UNITED STATES. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Seeretary of State for the Colonies 
whether a Treaty of Reciprocity has been 
concluded between the island of Jamaica 
and the United States of America; and, 
in such a case, if he can state the general 
terms thereof, and particularly if it gives 
any privilege or preference to American 


goods over British goods in a British 
colony. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: A Provi- 


sional Reciprocity Convention has been 
made with the United States of America 
on behalf of Jamaica. Full particulars 
have not yet been received, but it is 
understood that the general effect is that 
on the convention coming into operation 
the import duties in the United States of 
America on sugar and certain fruits pro- 
duced in Jamaica will be reduced, and the 


import duties in Jamaica on various articles | 


largely imported from the United States of 
America will be reduced or abolished. The 
Provisional Convention is subject to rati- 
fication hy Her Majesty’s Government on 
behalf of the colony and by the President 
and Senate of the United States. The 
Convention gives no privilege or pre- 
ference to American goods over British 
goods. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Is there anything in the Con- 
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vention which would prevent the exten- 


sion to British trade of a system similar 


' instances 


to the Canadian tariff ? 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 


aware of anything. 
TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS.—SIR 
BUTLER’S DESPATCHES. 
Mr. DILLON: I beg toask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
any despatches received from Sir William 
Butler during the period covered by the 
last Blue Book on affairs of South African 
Republic [C. 9345] have been withheld; 
and whether a Minute of che Cape 
Government on the affairs of the Trans- 
vaal was forwarded by Sir William Butler, 
and has not been printed in the Blue 


Book. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Sir William 
Butler transmitted a great number of 
Resolutions passed by meetings of the 
South African League, and in two 
sent Minutes of the Cape 
Government commenting on the Resolu- 
tions. Neither these Resolutions nor 
the comments of the Cape Government 
upon them have been included in the 
Blue Book [C. 9345], but there is no ob- 
jection to their publication. In the pre- 
paration of papers for publication I have 
followed the usual practice and have 
included everything essential to the 
proper understanding of their subject. 


Mr. DILLON: My _ question had 
reference to the period when Sir William 
Butler was acting as loewm tenens for Sir 
Alfred Milner. [ wish to know whether 
any despatch has been received giving 
the opinions of Sir William Butler, which 
has been suppressed. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : A despatch 
giving the opinion of Sir William Butler 
is published in the Blue Book. Beyond 
that I cannot give any information. 

SALE OF MEDICINE STAMPS IN 

SCOTLAND. 

Str JOHN LENG (Dundee) : I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if 
he can state the amount of revenue 
derived from the sale of medicine stamps 
in Scotland for the years ended 31st 
March, 1898 and 1899 respectively. 

THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks - BEAcn, 
Bristol, W.): The stamp revenue derived 
from the sale of patent medicine stamps 
in Scotland was in 1897-8 £2,127, and 


I am not 


W. 
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in 1898-9 £2,142. Patent medicine | 
vendors’ excise licenses were also taken | 
out to the value of £643 in 1897-8, and 
£667 in 1898-9. 


INLAND REVENUE DUTY RETURNS. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether collectors, supervisors, 
and otheers of Inland Revenue have to 
make weekly returns of duties paid ; 
whether such returns are furnished to the 
Accountant and Comptroller-General at 
Somerset House every week by about 467 
officials from all parts of the United 
Kingdom, though the same returns as 
vouchers are sent up at the close of each 
month; and whether, to cheek such 
weekly returns, a large and expensive 
staff of clerks is employed at Somerset 
House ; and, if so, whether he will cause 
inquiry to be made as to the utility of 
such a system of weekly accounts, and 
the justification for great cost thereof to 
the taxpayers. 

Sir M. HICKS-BEACH: Each  col- 
lector of Inland Revenue furnishes to the 
Accountant and Comptroller-General at 
Somerset House a weekly petty account 
unvouched, containing a simple summary 
of receipts, the total repayments or 
charges defrayed therefrom, and the net 
produce. Independent weekly returns 
are also sent in by supervisors in charge 
of districts. Collectors also render 
monthly accaunts of their detailed re- 
ceipts and disbursements, with vouchers, 
etc, ten days after the close of each 
month. Weekly returns are necessary 
both for the purpose of keeping the Chief 
Oftice informed of the movements of the 
Revenue and to guard against the risk of 
loss to the Exchequer. The expenditure 
of time and money involved in the local 
preparation of the weekly returns and 
their examination at headquarters is 
quite inconsiderable. 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE BUILDINGS. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid.) : I 
beg to ask Mr. Chaneellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether the conference of 
representatives of the interests concerned 
in the future of the Imperial Institute 
buildings has now arrived at an agree- 
ment; and, if so, whether he is in a 
position to indicate its general purport. 

Smr_ M. HICKS-BEACH: I believe 


that the Committee appointed by the, 
| 
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University, the Institute, and the Trea- 
sury have now come to an arrangement 
which is mutually satisfactory. The 
terms will be at once submitted to the 
Senate and the Council for ratification, 
and as soon as this has been received they 
will be embodied in a Treasury Minute, 
which will be presented to the House. 


THE LOCKOUT IN THE WELSH COAL 
TRADE. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether, in view of his statement 
to Messrs. Liston and Kenshole on 15th 
May last in reference to the claim of 
certain tradesmen for payment in respect 
of catering for the military brought to 
Aberdare during the lockout in the coal 
trade last summer, that it was not equit- 
able that pending the settlement of the 
question of liability as between the 
Government and the Glamorgan County 
Council, the tradesmen concerned should 
remain altogether without payment, and 
having regard to his promise on the same 
date that in the event of an appeal from 
the decision of Justices Darling and 
Channell the Treasury would endeavour to 
arrange with the county council for an 
immediate payment to the tradesmen, 
and such an appeal having been made, he 
can state what steps have been taken to 
secure the immediate payment promised. 


Str M. HICKS-BEACH: In accord- 
ance with my promise, I brought the 
matter to the notice of the War Office 
and suggested that they should place 
themselves in communication with the 
County Council of Glamorgan, with a 
view, if possible, of arranging for some 
payment to be made to the tradesmen 
concerned, half being paid by the War 
Office, and half by the county council, 
temporarily and without prejudice, the 
ultimate incidence of the charge remain- 
ing over for settlement later on. I under- 
stand that a communication has been 
addressed by the War Office to the county 
council. This would have been done 
earlier but for the fact that for some 
weeks past a definite legal decision upon 
the point has been daily expected. 


PORTMAHOMACK HARBOUR. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that some 


'years back fishermen and others depen- 


dent on Portmahomack Harbour for the 
M 2 
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prosecution of their calling addressed aj part of the Metropolitan Police District, 
memorial to the Fishery Board for Scot- | In both the two particular cases of assault 
land, fully setting forth the circumstances | mentioned in the question it appears that 
under which a grant in aid of the im- | offenders have been arrested and brought 


Questions. Questions. 





provement of the harbour is required ; 
and will the Secretary for Scotland call 
for that Memorial and give the points 
raised therein full consideration. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A.) 


GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The 
Secretary for Scotland is quite aware of 
the fact referred to by the hon. Member, 
but I have nothing to add to the reply I 
have already given to him on the 7th 
instant. 


LIGHTS ON THE ROSS-SHIRE COAST. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he wil! state whether the 
scheme now under the consideration of 
the Congested Districts Board includes 
provision for any minor lights for the 
west coast of Ross-shire. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: 
Congested Districts Board informs me 
that there has been no application for 


The | 


| to justice. I have, however, called the 
| attention of the Commissioner of Police 
| to this matter. 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS AT 
MARLOW. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the heavy penalties, namely, 
fines of one guinea each, in addition to 
costs, imposed hy the Buckinghamshire 
magistrates at Marlow on Friday last 
upon two labouring men for the non- 
vaccination of their children ; and whether 
{he will consider these cases, with a 
view to the mitigation of the penalties, so 
| as to avoid the committal of two respect- 
able men to prison. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : [have fully 
inquired into the circumstances of this 
case and the position of the defendants, 


‘and find no ground for intervention. 


minor lights for the west coast of Ross- | 


shire. 


ON MEDICAL MEN IN 
EAST LONDON. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 

S.W.): Ll beg to ask the Secretary of 


ATTACKS 


State for the Home Department whether | 


his attention has been called to the letter 
of Dr. Stonham, of Albert Square, Com- 
mercial Road, in which he states that he 


was attacked and robbed at four o'clock | 


in the afternoon, and that recently an- 
other medical man was similarly attacked 
and robbed in tix 
about noon, and in which he complainsthat 
the police force in the East End of London 
is undermanned ; and whether, as the 
ratepayers of this quarter of London con- 
tribute their quota towards the mainten- 
ance of the Metropolitan Police, he will 


give them the same measure of protection | 


as that which is accorded to the West 


ind. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuiteé Ripiery, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
Equal regard is paid to the requirements 


of the East of London as to any other 


main thoroughfare | 


| TITHE RENT CHARGE (RATES) BILL, 
| Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture, whether, under 
Sub-section (2), of Clause 2, of the Tithe 
Rent Charge (Rates) Bill, there will bea 
remission of half the rates payable by the 
City of London clergy, who, under the 
| Acts of 22 and 23 Charles IL, cap. 15, 
‘and 4 Anne, cap. 27, receive certain fixed 
payments in heu of the tithes payable to 
them previous to the fire of London. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): My impression is that 
the payments to which the hon. Member 
refers are not rateable, and if this be so 
the Bill would not, of course, have any 
effect so far as they were concerned. 


| Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN — (Mont- 
| gomeryshire) : | beg to ask the President 
| of the Board of Agriculture if he will state 
| the amount which under the Tithe Rent- 
| charge (Rates) Bill will be deducted from 
the share of the administrative county of 
Montgomery in the Estate Duty grant. 
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*Mr. LONG: The share of Mont 
gomeryshire ina sum of £87,000 distri- 
buted in the proportion of what are 
known as the discontinued grants would 
amount to £229. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether the benefices of 
Carno, Landinam, Lanidloes, Llanwnog, 
and Trefeglwys, in the County of Mont- 
gomery, each of which has a share of 
tithe rent-charge belonging to Bangor 
Cathedral, will be relieved under the 
Tithe Rent-Charge (Rates) Bill from half 
the rates payable on those shares. 


*Mr. LONG: In the absence of more 
precise information as to the nature of 
the arrangement which has been carried 
out in the case of the benefices to which 
the hon. Member refers, it is not possible 
for me to express an opinion as to 
whether there has been any such attach- 
ment of the rent-charge to the benefices 
as to entitle the incumbents to relief in 
respect thereof. We ourselves have no 
record of any transfer of tithe rent- 
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strap and cutting a piece of flesh from 
him ; and whether he will, in accordance 
with the Departmental Committee, take 
some steps to remove such boys from the 

| association of the workhouse. 


Questions. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHAPLin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : I have communi- 
cated with the Clerk to the Bristol 
| Guardians about the case mentioned, and 
|I am informed that boys remanded to 
| the workhouse are not placed by the 
| guardians. in the charge of pauper in- 
'mates. They are received by the porter 
| and at once handed over to the receiving 
| ward attendant, who is responsible for 
‘them during their stay in the workhouse. 

The pauper referred to in the question 
was employed in an adjoining ward. He 
ought to have had nothing to do with 
the boys; and I have given directions 
that further investigation shall be made 
as to the circumstances of this case. The 
inquiry of the Poor Law Schools Com- 
mittee to which the hon. Member refers 
only related to schools in the metro- 
polis. 





charge from the Dean and Chapter of | 


Bangor to the incumbents of the parishes | 


in question since the commutation. 


Mr. M KENNA (Monmouth, N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he can state the 
total amount of tithe rent-charge attached 
to benefices which are under the patronage 
of private persons. 


*Mr LONG: I have made inquiries, 
but I have been unable to obtain the in- 
formation asked for by the hon. Member. 
It is not a matter in regard to which any 
official particulars are available. 


ILL-TREATMENT OF PAUPER 


CHILDREN. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, West | 
Riding, Rotherham): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
if his attention has been called to the 
fact that a pauper, placed by the Bristol 
Guardians in charge of remanded boys, 
has been committed for twenty-one days 
by the Bristol magistrates for thrashing 
one of these boys named Offer with a 


ART COLLECTIONS AT HERTFORD 
HOUSE. 
Dr. FARQUHARSON — (Aberdeen- 


shire, W.): I beg to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works when the collections 
of works of art at Hertford House will 
' be open to the public. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
| WORKS (Mr. AKERs-Dovuctias, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): The structural works 
at Hertford House will, I expect, be 
finished within a month or six weeks. 
‘I cannot say how long it may take to 
arrange the collections, a work which 
will be in the hands of the trustees. 


RE-ENGAGEMENT OF RETIRED 
SECOND DIVISION CLERKS. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the ‘Treasury whether 
| his attention has been called to the 
case of a Second Division clerk who 


was pensioned for ill-health, but who is 
now quite well again, and has applied to 
| be reinstated as contemplated by the 
| Superannuation Act of 1859; whether he 
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is aware that the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners state that they are not empowered 
to deal with such cases ; and whether he 
will state who is the authority to whom 
application should be made, so that the 
State may be relieved of the cost of a 


pensioner who is still young and able and | 


willing to give up his pension and work. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston): The clerk referred to in the 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 316 


| #ppointed, auxiliaries, and season sub- 
| stitutes ; and whether, seeing that the 
lavatory is almost immediately off the 
female dining room, from which it is 
separated by a small dressing or cloak 
room, there is any objection to the local 
sanitary authorities making an inspection 
| of the internal sanitary arrangements of 
the Belfast office, and taking such steps 
as the necessities of the case may seem to 
require. 


question should apply to the Treasury, | 


who will cause inquiry to be made into | 


his health, mental and bodily. If the 
result is in all respects satisfactory, he 
will be recalled to the Second Division. 


THE MOY POSTMASTER. 


Dr. ROBERT AMBROSE (Mayo, 


W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the | 


Treasury, as representing the Postmaster- 
General, whether his attention has been 
drawn to the appointment of Mr. Morri- 
son, of Moy, County Tyrone, to the 
position of Clerk of Petty Sessions of the 
Moy district of County Tyrone ; whether 


he is aware that Mr. Morrison already holds | 


the position of postmaster for the same dis- 
trict ; and whether it is competent for a 
postmaster to hold the position of Petty 
Sessions Clerk also. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster of 
Moy, Mr. Morrison, received permission 
several years ago to become a candidate 
for the position of Petty Sessions Clerk, 
and this permission was renewed to him 
recently. It is not considered desirable 


that a postmaster should hoid the position | 
of Petty Sessions Clerk, and the permis- | 


sion to become a candidate for it will not 
be granted in any future case. 


BELFAST POST OFFICE. 
Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.) : 


1 beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- | 


sury, as representing the Postmaster- 


General, whether any 


representations | 


Mr. HANBURY : No such represen- 
tations have been received. When the 
accommodation was provided in 1887 
'the number of women employed was 
twenty-eight; it is now sixty-seven. The 
, accommodation is substantially as de- 
scribed in the question, but a consider- 
able enlargement of the Belfast Post Office, 
which has been for some time in pro- 
gress, is approaching completion, and ina 
short time the women’s retiring room 
will be much enlarged and improved, a 
‘new dining room will be opened in 
another part of the building, and the 
sanitary conveniences will be removed to 
the floor above. In the meanwhile there 
is no objection to the local sanitary 
authority making arrangements to inspect 
the post office premises. 


COLERAINE POSTMASTERSHIP. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster-General, why applications 
have not been invited for the Postmaster- 
ship of Coleraine, seeing that the gentle- 
man acting in that capacity has been 
promoted to Dundalk ; and whether he 
can state when applications will be 
| invited ; or is it in contemplation to fill 
the Coleraine vacancy by importing 
another Englishman. 


Mr. HANBURY : The usual steps are 
| being taken to fill the vacancy referred to. 


have reached him respecting the defective | 


lavatory accommodation at present pro- 
vided for the female section of the tele- 
graph staff of the Belfast Post Office ; 
and can it be stated what was the nume- 
rical strength of the female staff when 
this accommodation was first provided, 
and what is the total number of females 
at present on the Belfast staff, comprising 


| GOVERNMENT AGREEMENT WITH THE 

NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will lay upon the Table a 
copy of the agreement which, accord- 
ing to his statement, he had made with 
the Telephone Company. 
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Mr. HANBURY: I understood that 


this question was not to be put. As a 
matter of fact, a copy of the agreement 
will be embodied in the Papers. 


DELAYED DELIVERY OF AUSTRALIAN 
MAILS. 


Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 


representing the Postmaster-General, what | 


was the cause of the delay in delivering 
the Australian mails brought by the 
Orient steamer ‘“ Orizaba,” which were 
landed in Naples on Saturday, July 1st, 
and did not reach London until Wednes- 
day last ; and whether any facilities for 
the reasonably rapid transmission of colo- 
nial mails from Naples are in contempla- 
tion. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Australian mails 
landed at Naples from the packet “ Ori- 
zaba”’ were despatched from Naples by 
the 11 p.m. train on Saturday, the 1st 
instant, and reached London late on Tues- 
day afternoon, and not on Wednesday, as 
the hon. Member supposes. The corre- 
spondence was delivered on Tuesday 
evening in London, with the exception of 
some outlying suburbs. It appears that 
the mail was detained some hours at 
Rome, in consequence of an irregularity 
in the Italian railway service south of 
that city, which is being enquired into. 
The Postmaster-General has recently been 
in communication with the Italian and 
French Post Offices on the general ques- 
tion of the Continental transit of Austra- 
lian mails landed at Naples ; and in each 
country arrangements have been made 
which are expected to prove satisfactory. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT IMPROVEMENT 
CHARGES—(IRELAND). 

Mr. DAVITT: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland whether 
the Order of the Irish Local Government 
Board, fixing the area of charge in the 
matter of Castlerea, Claremorris, and 
other local water and — sanitary 
improvements over the — respective 
unions in which these towns are 
situated, is according to law; and if 
he will kindly say what specifie law com- 
pels a ratepayer living 15 miles away from 
the enjoyment of a possible advantage 
from such expenditure to contribute 
towards these water and sanitary 
improvements. 
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THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): In the absence of my right hon. 
friend I will reply to this question. The 
Local Government Board claim to exercise 
this power under the 232nd Section of the 
Public Health Act, 1878. Doubts have 
been expressed as to the validity of the 
Order mentiond, and, as stated by me in 
the Debate on the Estimates, the matter 
is now under consideration by the 
Government. 


Mr. DAVITT: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say how soon we may expect 
the decision ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Well, I think 
it will be found necessary to invalidate 
the Order by law. 


Mr. DILLON: I hope we shall have 


good notice of what is to be done. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY. 

Mr. DAVITT: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can see his way to 
recommend to Her Majesty’s Government 
the disarmament of the Royal Irish Con 
stabulary and the reorganisation of the 
force on similar lines to the English and 
Scotch police. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am afraid 


I cannot see my way to doing that. 


Mr. DILLON: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman’s attention been drawn to the 
fact that in consequence of a remonstrance 
from the Home Government the police 
of Johannesburg have been disarmed ! 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


IRISH LOAN FUNDS BILL. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is the 
intention of the Government to proceed 
during this session with the Irish Loan 
Funds Bill. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Yes, if I 
have the opportunity. But I think that 
probably more depends upon the hon. 
Member and his friends than upon me. 


Mr. SWIFT MaAcNEILL: The right 
hon. Gentleman does me too much 


honour. 
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IRISH CROWN SOLICITOR’S OFFICE. | force these bye-laws ; and, pending legisla- 
Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.): I beg to | tion, what steps does the Government 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | propose to take to protect Irish fisher- 
Lieutenant of Ireland what are the | men from loss, and to enforce the obser- 
grounds on which a new office has been | vance of the bye-laws the inspectors deem 
created in the Department of the Chief | necessary. 
Crown Solicitor of Ireland; what is the} Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am _ not 
salary attached to the new office; what | aware how this matter stands in Scot- 
scale of superannuation is to be allowed ;! land, but there never has been a general 
and whether any appointment has as yet |Jaw or policy of prohibiting trawling 
been made in respect to the office of within the three-mile limit of the Irish 


second assistant to the Chief Crown 
Solicitor. 


Mr G. W. BALFOUR: The office of 
Second Assistant to the Chief Crown 
Solicitor, Ireland, has been created by the 
Irish Government with the approval of 
the Treasury, because it was considered 
essential that there should be at head- 
quarters a permanent official assisting 
and representing the Chief Crown 
Solicitor in the conduct of Government 
business. No addition has been made to 
the staff of the Chief Crown Solicitor by 
the creation of this new post, the gentle- 
man appointed to it being Mr. William 
George Towers, who has already rendered 
excellent service as assistant since 1888. 
The salary attached to the new post is 
£500, progressing to £600 per annum. 
The allowance for personal clerks at 
present drawn by the Chief Crown 
Solicitor will henceforth be reduced by 
£500 a year, that being the remunera- 
tion paid to Mr. Towers prior to his 
appointment on the permanent staff. Mr. 
Towers will be entitled to superannua- 
tion on the scale prescribed by the 
Superannuation Acts. 


STEAM TRAWLING OFF THE. IRISH 
COAST. 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, consider- 
ing the number of steam trawlers that 


coast. Prohibitory bye-laws have been 
|made to suit the circumstances of par- 
ticular localities. I am informed that the 
area around Ireland which is closed to 
| trawling was never so extensive as at 
present. With regard to the last three 
| paragraphs, I have nothing to add to the 
reply previously given by me on the 5th 
May to the question of the hon. Member 
for Dublin County, North, on the same 
subject. 


Mr. POWER: In view of the damage 
that these steam trawlers are doing to 
‘Irish fisheries, and bearing in mind the 
promise given by the First Lord when 
steam trawling was prohibited off Scot- 
land, will the right hon. Gentleman take 
steps to provide a gunboat to prevent the 
steam trawling now going on around the 
Trish coasts 1 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I hope that 
that may be done under the provisions of 
the Agricultural Industries Bill. 


Mr. POWER: Will the right hon. 
4sentleman make representations to the 
Admiralty ? 
| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 
quently done so. 


I have fre- 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
steam trawling goes on on Sundays as 


well as week days ! 


fish along the Irish coasts since they were | 


prohibited from fishing within three miles 
of the Scotch coast, and the great damage | 
they have done and are doing on the | 


Irish coasts, the Government will con- 
sider the advisability of reverting to their 
former policy of prohibiting steam traw- 


ling within three miles of the Irish coast ; | 


is the Government aware that the steam 
trawlers ignore the bye-laws made by the 
inspectors of Irish Fisheries prohibiting 


(No answer was given.) 


BALTIMORE RAILWAY AND PIER. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
| On behalf of the hon. Member for Dublin, 
| St. Patrick, I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
| whether the Congested Districts Board, 
the Treasury, and the Cork and Bandon 
| Railway Company guaranteed £3,500 





steam trawling in certain waters; what | each for the completion of the Baltimore 
steps have the Government taken to en-| Railway and Pier to deep water ; whether 
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the Cork and Bandon Railway Company 
have not fulfilled their agreement ; 
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| . . .: 
progress of the negotiations with the 
| Transvaal. 


whether the Congested Districts Board | 


will take up the completion of this work ; | 


whether he is aware that in consequence 
of this want of connection the large 
amount previously expended cannot be 
utilised for the transit of fish; and 
whether he will recommend a grant for 
the purpose. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Con- 
gested Districts Board in 1894 offered to 
contribute the amount mentioned towards 


the cost of constructing a pier at Balti- | 
No such contribution has been | 


more. 
offered by the railway company. In 
reference to the last three paragraphs, I 
must refer the hon. Member to my reply 
to the question of the hon. Member for 
the Western Division of Cork, on the 22nd 
of February 1897, to which I have 
nothing to add. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the First | 


Lord of the Treasury when he proposes 
to make a statement as to the Bills which 
the Government really intend to carry 
into law with the present session. 
also to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
when he proposes to take the Report 


stage of the Sale of Food and Drugs Bill. | 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he can state the intention of the Govern- 
ment with reference to the Lunacy Bill. 


THe FIRST LORD 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I hope to be able to make a state- 


I beg | 


OF THE TREA- | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall be glad 
if the right hon. Gentleman would address 
| the question to the Colonial Secretary, 
who is the proper Minister to deal with 
the subject. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I did not intend any disrespect to the 
Colonial Secretary, but I thought the 
matter was one of such importance that 
it would be the chief representative of the 
Government who would reply. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The matter 
is at present rather in a confused state. 
We do not ourselves entirely understand 
what has been proposed, and I woula 
therefore prefer that the right hon. 
Gentleman should give notice for to- 
morrow. 


NEW MEMBERS SWORN. 

Sir John Austin, Baronet, for County 
of York, West Riding (Osgoldcross 
Division) ; 

Alfred Emmott, Esquire, Borough of 
Oldham ; 

Walter Runciman, Junior, 
Borough of Oldham. 


Esquire, 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—- 
WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE WATER 
BILL. 
With an Amendment :— 


ment about the business of the House on ' 


Thursday next or Monday next. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he will state 
when the Scottish Estimates will be 
taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Next Friday. 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS. 

Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I desire to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasary a question of 
which I have given him private notice— 
namely, whether he has any information 


to give the House with regard to the | 


SUMMARY JURISDICTION ACT (1879) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


MILTON CREEK CONSERVANCY BILL. 
With Amendments :— 
Amendment to Amendment to— 


ST. JAMES’S AND PALL MALL ELECTRIC 
LIGHT BILL. 


Consequential Amendment to Amend- 
ments to— 


LONDON GOVERNMENT BILL. 
Without Amendment. 
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Amendments to— 
BURY CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


BURY CORPORATION WATER BILL 
{ Lords]. 


CHURCH STRETTON WATER BILL 
[Lords]. 


ST. NEOTS WATER BILL [Lords]. 
Without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“ An Act to make better provision for the 


Elementary Education of Defective and | 


Epileptic Children in England and Wales.” 
eer Education (Defective and 
ipileptie Children) Bill [Lords]. 

CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 

(IRELAND) BILL. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have to 
ask leave to introduce a Bill to amend 
certain provisions of the Land Law (Ire- 
land) Act, 1896, affecting the Congested 
Districts Board, and to make further pro- 
vision for the expenses of that Board out 
of money provided by Parliament. The 
object of the Bill is to provide for an 
increase of the resources of the Congested 
Districts Board in accordance with the 
proposal which has already been made. 
It also includes some Amendments of the 
Act of 1896 affecting the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board which experience has shown 
to be desirable. The Bill is quite short, 
and we have every reason to believe that 
it will be found to be non-contentious. I 
beg to move : 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That leave be given to introduce the Bill. 
—(Mr. G. W. Balfour.) 


Mr. DAVITT: I have no intention of 
offering any opposition to the Bill. It is 
a non-contentious measure of a necessary 
and useful character, and will not call for 
any searching criticism. I believe the 
object to be to provide greater resources 
and more powers for the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board. That is a purpose which 
Irish Members on both sides of the House 
approve, and it will therefore be our duty 
to assist the right hon. Gentleman in 
passing it as soon as possible. My object 


in rising is not to give the Chief Secretary 
that assurance, but to call his attention to 
the many opportunities which now pre- 
sent themselves in the West of Ireland for 


{COMMONS} 


| the buying of land through the Congested 
Districts Board, with the object of en- 
larging the holdings of small tenants, 
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The right hon. Gertleman is aware, I am 


_ sure, that the transactions of that character 


which have been carried out by this Board 
have given general satisfaction. It is pos- 
sible—indeed I have no doubt it is truae— 
that the price given for the Dilion Estate 
may have induced many landlords to be- 
come willing to sell their estates wholly 
orin part. That price was too high ; but 
it is inevitable, in my judgment, that while 
landlordism rules the roost in Dublin 
Castle, and has a paramount influence on 
both branches of the Legislature, prices 
will be too high, whether the bargain is 
made between the landlord and tenant 
or between the Congested Districts Board 
and the landlord. I would nevertheless 
urge the right hon. Gentleman to pay at- 
tention to the popular feeling in the West 
of Ireland on this matter. He is probably 
aware that Lord Sligo and Mr. Donoghue, 
of Newport, have already expressed wil- 
lingness to sell their estates in whole or in 
part. The tenants on these estates have 
been among those who have suffered most 
from poverty and distress in times past, 
and the right hon. Gentleman has there- 
fore a unique opportunity to acquire this 
land on terms which would be satisfactory 
ull round, and give these poor people 
a chance of improving their position in 
the future. I trust that the first use the 
right hon. Gentleman will make of this 
measure will be to carry out the wishes 
of the people in these parts. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND). 

3ill to amend certain provisions of the 
Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896, affecting 
the Congested Districts Board, and to 
make further provision for the expenses 
of that Board out of money provided by 
Parliament, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, and Mr. Attorney-General 
for Ireland. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND) BILL. 

“To amend certain provisions of the 
Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896, affecting 
the Congested Districts Board, and to 
make further provision for the expenses 
of that Board out of money provided by 
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Parliament,” presented accordingly, and | 


read the first time ; to be read a second 

time upon Thursday, and to be printed. 

(Bill 266.) 

TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. 
(COMMITTEE. ) 


Order for Committee read. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Three instructions | 


to the Committee on this Bill stand on 
the Paper. The first and third, standing 
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Boroughs is in the wrong place ; it should 
come after the word “benefice.” The 
same remark applies to the third Amend- 
ment, and also to the Amendments in the 
names of the hon. Members for Merthyr 
Tydviland Northampton. The Amendment 


|in the name of the hon. Member for West 


' clause. 


in the names of the hon. Member for Mid | 
Glamorgan and the hon. Member for South | 


Molton, are both out of order and for the 
same reason. They do not propose to 
amplify or to extend in any way the 
operation of the Bill. They are in the 
nature of alternative proposals and of a 
nature which, if carried, would be destruc- 
tive to the principle of the Bill. Such 
motions are not in order as instructions. 
The object of these instructions would 
have been appropriate as an amendment 
to the Second Reading, and for raising a 


proposal in a new clause. 


Second Reading debate, but it has been | 


ruled before in this House, and I rule now, 
in accordance with those rulings, that such 
motions are not in order as instructions. 
The second instruction on the Paper, 
standing in the name of the hon. Member 
for Merthyr, is out of order, because it 
proposes to apply the provisions of the 
Bill to a subject matter which is 
foreign to the purpose of the Bill 
The object of the Bill is to give relief 
from rates upon the tithe rent-charge 
of heneficed clergy. To propose to 
apply it to schools and colleges is to 
propose to apply it to a certain class of 
lay impropriators who are altogether out- 
side the object of the Bill. The instruc- 
tion is, therefore, out of order, and the 
House will now go into Committee. 


Bill considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


Clause 1 : — 

*THE CHAIRMAN : The first Amend- 
ment in the name of the hon. Member for 
Flint Burghs is out of order, because it 
proposes to postpone the consideration of 
the enacting clause until after the defini- 
tion clause has been disposed of, which is 
contrary to the custom of Parliament. 


The second Amendment standing in the | 


name of the hon. Member for Carnarvon | 


Carmarthen should come in the definition 
That in the name of the hon. 
Member for Hereford is in the wrong 


place. I call on the Member for Swansea 
District. 
Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 


District) : I shall not move, Sir. 
*THE CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 


standing in the name of the hon. Member 
for North Monmouth must be taken with 
another Amendment which appears lower 
down on the Paper, which applies a 
wholly different class of relief as an 
alternative to this clause. It would, there- 
fore, be the proper course to move to 
strike out this clause and embody the 
The Amend- 
ment in the name of the hon. Member 
for Flint Boroughs should also be raised in 
the definition clause. That in the name 
of the hon. Member for Mid Glamorgan 
it somewhat vague, and is better raised by 
a statement of the value of the particular 
rent-charge. There are several Amend- 
ments to that effect lower down. The 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
South Molton would convert this Bill, 


| which is one for the relief of the clergy, 


into a Church Discipline Bill. The next 
Amendment of the hon. Member for Mer- 
thyr Tydvil should come in the definition 
clause, and the same remark applies to the 
Amendments of the hon. Members for 
Market Harborough and Pontefract. Then 
the Amendment in the name of the hon. 
Member for South Molton anticipates its 
proper position by a word or two. The 
first Amendment therefore in order is 
that of the hon. Member for Anglesey. 


Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE (Carnarvon, 
&e.): I beg to move the Amendment 
standing in the name of my hon. friend 
the Member for Anglesey. It is practi- 
cally the same as that of which I had given 
notice at an earlier stage. It proposes 
to limit the relief granted under this Bill 
to cases where the value of the tithe rent- 
charge is £200 a year. I think the Com- 


‘mittee would do well to accept this 


three reasons 


The House 


Amendment for two or 
which I now propose to give. 
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of Commons has decided that the clergy 
had a grievance ; it has decided that they 
are too highly rated, and, therefore, I 
cannot go behind that decision. But it 
has not decided the principle on which 


that relief should be given; nor has it | 


decided the extent of that relief. ‘The 
only thing which is proposed by the Bill 
is that a certain remedy shall be applied 
to a grievance under which it is declared 
the clergy are suffering. 
that our system of local taxation requires 
.a good deal of readjustment and that the 
clergy are not the only ratepayers who 
suffer from the present system. It is 


admitted further that these grievances | 
will have to be dealt with thoroughly and | 
drastically in the course of the next | 


few years. Therefore the only reason for 
passing this Bill is to extend temporary 
relief to classes of the 
which are unduly pressed and reduced to 
a certain measure of distress by the pre- 
sent incidence of taxation. If that is the 
only reason for passing a crude measure of 
this kind, I think it would be very much 
better that the operation of the Act 
should be limited to those cases where the 
distress is undoubtedly real. 


that this isa suggestion which commended 
itself to the majority of the witnesses 
¢alled. I find from a Memorandum pre- 
pared by the hon. Member for Tunbridge 
and appended to the Report, that he sent 
out a circular on this subject to 2,000 
clergymen—at any rate, he received under 
2,000 replies. I cannot understand upon 
what principle he selected 2,000 out of 
13,000 clergymen affected by this Bill, 
but the response he received shows that 
only 1,600 regarded their cases as sufti- 
ciently distressing to require the attention 
of a Royal Commission. 


Mr. GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge): I sent out only 3,000 cireu- 
lars. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: That makes 
my case still stronger. I think there are 
cases where the clergy may be suffering 
acute distress owing to the charge levied 
upon them, and those cases the House has 
decided to deal with. But I do ask the 


House to exercise the discretion which | 
the hon. Member for Tunbridge himself | 


has exercised. He is a friend of the 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 


It is admitted | 


community | 


The Com- ' 
mittee will find upon reading the evidence | 
given by clergymen themselves before | 
the Royal Commission on Local Taxation | 
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| clergy, and is not likely to err on the side 
of excessive severity in his treatment of 
ithem. He evidently thinks that there are 
| only about 3,000 cases that require the 
| attention of the House of Commons, 
Why should this Committee, which is not 
very disposed to vote public money for 
the relief of the wants of the clergy, 
proceed to give it in 13,000 cases, when 
the hon. Member himself thinks that only 
3,000 cases require attention? He in- 
eluded in his Memorandum samples, as it 
were, of the letters which he received from 
ithe clergy. One of his  correspon- 
dents, Mr. Lloyd, gives his opinion of 
what the remedy should be. He says that 
every man should have as a living wage 
at least £120 free of all deductions, but 
that taxes might be imposed on all he 
received over that amount. Now, my 
proposal is much more liberal than that. 
This clergyman, whose view is approved 
by the hon. Member for Tunbridge, simply 
pleads for exemption in respect of in- 
comes of £120. I propose to improve 
upon that, and to extend exemption to 
£200, and in that I hope I shall have the 
supyo't of the hon. Member for Tun- 
bridge. Let us draw a line between really 
necessitous clergymen and those who are 
not in actual distress, owing to the present 
incidence of taxation. There were several 
clergymen who gave evidence before the 
Royal Commission, but, with one single 
exception, they all approved of the sug- 
gestion that the relief should he extended 
to the necessitous clergy. One clergyman 
examined was Mr. L. Ellis. He was 
asked if the grievance which he had been 
speaking of could not be met by means 
of some relief to the poorer clergy, and 
he answered in the affirmative. Mr. 
Manners-Sutton, another clerical witness, 
said the same thing. Mr. McPherson— 
who represented the distressed clergymen, 
and was there to plead their cause, having 
been chosen for that purpose, possibly, 
because he was a Scotchman, and there- 
fore most likely to get money— was asked 
whether he would not be satisfied if relief 
were granted at the present moment to 
clergymen whose incomes were under 
£160. He said he was not prepared to 
answer that, but he added that the clergy 
naturally preferred that half their rates 
should be paid, whether their incomes 
were £1,000, £500, or £100. That need 
not be argued ; it goes without saying. 
But the witness was pressed to say 
i whether the clergy would be satis- 
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fied, for the moment, if this relief 
were granted to those in real need. He 
replied that, for the moment, they might 
be. Seeing that this is only a 
temporary measure of relief, and nobody 
suggests that it is a complete or final 
answer as far as the grievances of the 
clergy or anybody else are concerned, I 
think the Committee would do well to 
accept my Amendment. The whole 
system of local taxation is in a chaotic 
condition ; it is full of inequalities and in- 
justices, not merely to the clergy but also 
to laymen. The Royal Commission has 
recommended that there should be some 
redress granted all round. The whole 
point therefore is this: if you are going in 
for a temporary measure of relief, why not 


confine it to those clergy who are really | 


necessitous, and then await the introduc- 
tion of a measure which will rest the 
whole system of local taxation upon a 
basis that will be fair to everybody all 
round? The worst of a measure of 
this kind is that it means that the re- 
dressing of the grievances of one section 
or class of the community imposes an 
additional burden on others who are suffer- 
ing quite as badly. 
to limit it as much as possible. Several 
witnesses were called before the Royal 


Commission to prove the grievances of | 


different classes of the community, and 


their evidence has not been challenged. | 


One case given was that of a quarry 
owner who, for sixteen years, had paid 
hundreds of pounds as rates, and all: the 
while had got nothing out of his quarry. 
Then there was a metropolitan gas com- 
pany which complained that it was rated 
four times as heavily as a competing 
company in an adjoining union, It is 


obvious that people are suffering from 


grievances which require to be redressed. 
Mr. Cassels was the only lawyer who 
gave evidence in favour of the parsons, 
and they made the most of him and 
quoted his opinions, although he chal- 


lenged the views of all the judges of the | 


land. What did he say? He gave the 
case of a shopkeeper who paid £50 rates, 
and was doing a good trade. Next door 
to him was another shopkeeper, who, 


although he paid the same amount of | 
rates, was making practically no_ profit ; | 


yet there was no distinction drawn 
between the two; the man who was 
practically a bankrupt had to pay just 
as muchas the man who was thriving. 
I do not see exactly how this illustration 
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I therefore propose | 
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was applicable to the parson, but I admit 
it shows grievances which ought to be 
redressed. What, however, I would like 
to point out is that, while you are re- 
lieving the parson, you are increasing the: 
rate payable by the tradesman. Now, 
let me take the case of a clergyman who: 
is receiving £500 a year from tithes. 
Upon that at present he has to pay £50 
in rates. Under this Bill he will get off 
with paying £25. Compare his case with 
that of a shopkeeper who is rented at 
£150. As the rates average 6s. or 7s. in 
the pound, he also will have to pay £50. 
He possibly finds it quite as much as he 
can do to make both ends meet ; yet, while 
the wealthy clergyman is to get his rates 
reduced by one half, the burden upon the 
trader is to be considerably increased 
in order to make up the £25 given to the 
parson. [think that that is exceedingly un- 
fair,and [ therefore submitthat my proposal 
to limit the relief to clergymen whose 
incomes do not exceed £200 is in no way 
unjust. Such an income probably repre- 
sents £150 net, and it is perhaps unfair 
to ask the recipient to pay £20 or £30 
in rates out of that. You ought to 
relieve him, but surely there is no 
necessity to give relief to the man who 
is in receipt of £500. This is a Bill 
which can only be justified on the plea of 
urgency. There is no principle of rating 
laid down in it, and there is no real 
| grievance redressed ; it is simply a rough- 
and-ready method of meeting an emer- 
gency. The only possible case that can be 
made out for this Billis the one of poverty 
on the part of the persons to whom the 
relief is extended. There may be cases 
of poverty made out in the case of clergy- 
men whose gross tithe is under £200, but 
there really cannot be a case made out 
for giving £50 a year to a clergyman 
who is in receipt of £1,000 a year. On 
what possible grounds could a grant be 
made out of the pockets of the 
taxpayers in such a case? I appeal 
to the House of Commons, as a 
matter of fair play to the thousands of 
poor shopkeepers in the country who are 
| suffering far more grievously, that their 
burdens should not be increased for the 
purpose of relieving the rates of gentle- 
men who are in receipt of large incomes. 
It is an exceedingly unfair proposition, 
and I hope the House of Commons will 
not accede to it. Rates are steadily on the 
| increase, and if the House passes Bills of 
|this character they will continue to 
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increase. There are classes in the com- 
munity which deserve quite as much con- 
sideration from this House as the parsons 
and the landlords, and therefore I do 
urge that, if this Bill is to be passed at 
all, it should be passed in a form which 
will limit its operation to real cases of 
distress, and will not relieve the burdens 
of people who are very well able to bear 
them. I beg to move: 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 1, line 5, after the word ‘ rent- 
charge,’ to insert the words, ‘under the value 
of £200 a year, and.”— (Wr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
proposed be there inserted.” 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): The Amendment 
which the hon. Gentleman has just moved, 
as is natural with regard to the view those 
who act with him have lately expressed, 
is one which is directed against the whole 
principle of the Bill. The hon. Member 
has endeavoured, and has done so with 
great ability, to maintain that the ob- 
ject of the measure is to relieve distress. 
Hon. Members are perfectly entitled to 
hold their own views as to what the object 
is, but the same may be said of those 
who are responsible for the measure. 
The object ascribed by the hon. Member 
has nothing to do with the principle 
underlying this proposal. It is true that 
a large section of the clergy have carried 
on their work under very great difficul- 
ties and on very limited incomes, but there 
are, as the hon. Member admitted, many 
other people who do that. But people 
are not rated, except in the case of the 
clergy who are owners of tithe rent-charge, 
on their income. They are rated on 
their houses, and the proposal has never 
been made that a man should be rated 
more because he wasa rich man, although 
he lives in a moderate house. It is be- 
cause the system under which the owners 
of tithe are rated is, in the opinion of the 
Government, unjust and requires amend- 
ment that the Bill has been introduced. If 
the Government were willing to adopt the 
view of the hon. Member, his proposal 
would not meet the difficulty, nor would 
it do anything to meet the cases where 
there is real distress. The Amendment 
which the hon. Member has moved on. 
behalf of his colleague is not exactly the 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 


(Rates) Bill. 332 


same as his own Amendment eariier on 
the Paper, which is clearer, because it 
defines what the value should be. This 
Amendment leaves it a matter of doubt 
whether the value is to be rateable value 
or commuted value. If we abandoned 
the principle of the Bill, which we have 
declared to be a reform of local taxation, 
and accepted the view of the hon. Mem- 
ber, this Amendment would not carry out 
his object, and limit the relief to the poor 
clergy. The hon. Member entirely ignores 
the fact that the limited incomes of im- 
cumbents are made up from various 
sources. The effect of the Amendment 
would be most inequitable if the desire is 
to give relief to those of the clergy who 
are less well off. Take the case of an 
incumbent with an income from tithe on 
its commuted value of £210 a year. This 
clergyman would be outside the limit of 
relief proposed in the Amendment. 
Another incumbent near might have an 
income of £150 a vear arising from tithe, 
but this income might be added to from 
other sources, such as pew rents, ete., 
bringing the total up to between £300 
and £400. Under the hon. Member’s 
proposal the incumbent with the larger 
income would receive relief, while the 
incumbent with £210 a year would 
be excluded. Therefore the poorer 
clergyman would get no relief. The 
Government cannot accept the Amend- 
ment, because it would be unjust in its 
working. It would at the same time be 
opposed to the object we have in view— 
namely, by this measure to initiate a sys- 
tem, which we hope will be permanently 
adopted, no doubt, in a modified form, 
with regard to the local taxation of this 
country. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): The right hon. Gentle- 
man has declared that the principle of 
this Bill has nothing to do with the 
poverty of the clergy. I hope that that 
will be borne in mind. You may depend 
upon it that it is only a sentiment of 
sympathy with that class of the clergy 
who are really impoverished and the 
feelings which have been aroused in their 
favour which form the slightest justifica- 
tion for this Bill. The right hon. Gentle- 
man talks of the principle of the Bill. 
Yes, but what we want to know is what 
is the justification for the bill? The 
right hon. Gentleman has made some 
extraordinary statements on this subject 





333 


of | 

whe 

that 

the 

lanc 

rive 

the 

sam 

he « 

fess 

dou 

that 

gen 

and 

the 

clas: 
of t 

cipl 
that 
Nol 

ture 
que 

Nov 
for ‘ 
I wi 
ever 
be ti 
pari 
fron 
I hi 
pari 
sons 
thos 
half 
of t 
wha 
posi 
who 
publ 
com 
that. 
a wl 
befo 
befo 
sine 
of a 
and 
subj 
some 
fore, 
tithe 
com 
time 
char 
port 
Eliz: 
your 
A Cc 
year 
subj 





332 333 Tithe Rent-Charge {10 Juty 1899} (Rates) Bill. 334 
= of the clergy being the only people, very much as if a landowner went before 
It who are rated on their incomes. I know | the overseers and said, “The rateable 

his that you have given back something to | value of my property is so much, 
ibt the landlords, but I thought that the but my property is mortgaged for three- 
lue landlords were rated on the income de-| fourths of its value, and therefore I 
ed rived from land. This is the situation of ought only to pay one-fourth of the rate.” 
ive the tithe-owner; he is precisely in the That is the principle of your Bill. We 
on, same situation as to the manner in which hope to be able in this Committee—so 
wel he derives his income. It is not a pro- long as we are permitted to do so—to 
mat fessional income at all. You will say no make the country understand that this is 
se doubt it is a justification for your Bill the principle, and I think the more it is 
"es that you have already muleted the examined the more it will be found to be 
= general public for the benefit of one class, utterly unjustifiable, and to be one of the 
i and that that is a justification for robbing worst kinds of class legislation, of legisla- 
nt the general public in favour of another tion which is taking from those who have 
“a class. That is what is called the principle not in order to give to those who have. 

ho of the Bill. Let us examine that prin- | Because, let it be remembered, the poorer 
an ciple. You committed the injustice at clergy do not, generally speaking, derive 
on that time under the pretence of poverty. benefit from tithe. Therefore the very 
us Nobody will pretend that the Agricul- scope of the Bill, in dealing with tithe 
of tural Rates Bill was not passed in conse- | only as regards the clergy, is dealing not 
it. quence of the fall in the price of produce. universally, but generally, with the 
- Now you are going to do the same thing | wealthier class of the clergy. That is a 
94 for another class, and what will happen! proposition of which anybody who has 
m I will tell the right hon. Gentleman. In| studied the question will be perfectly well 
a every rural parish of this country there will aware. I saw in the paper to-day—I do 
0 betwo men who are the richest men in that | not know whether it is correct—that, on 
i parish, and they and they alonewill receive dividing the sum appropriated to incum- 
ie from the pockets of the public this dole. | bencies in England, the average to each 
‘4 I have had some experience of country incumbent upon a division would be £455 
d parishes, and I know that those two per- a year. Of course that means that a 
wd sons are the squire and the parson, and | great many livings must be very much 
” those are the two men who will only pay | above that figure. Do you really believe 
1 half their rates. That is the principle you can justify to the people of this 
8 of the Bill. Now we understand exactly | country, either the people who inhabit 
re what it is. It is founded upon the pro- the large towns or those in the country 
= position that the wealthiest men are those parishes, this picking out a particular class 
S- who are to have the most grant out of of the community and giving to them 
y public money. It is said this is the in- a relief to which on any sourd interpreta- 
i, come of the clergy. I absolutely contest tion of law they are not and never were 
is that. The tithe has never been, taken as entitled? This proposal is unjustifiable, 
a whole, the income of the clergy, either | because it relieves the clergy of a pay- 

before the Reformation or since, either ment to which they were subject, and 

- before the Commutation Act of 1836 or which they have always taken over with 
- since. You might just as well say that their livings, and the clergy had no right 
yf of a man who has £500 a year primarily | to take those livings except under such 
e and nominally paid to him, but which is, conditions. I support the Amendment 
it subject to a mortgage or rent-charge, or of my hon. friend because at least it has 
i some other reduction of that kind. There- | something to justify it, and that is the 
f fore, it is perfectly untrue to take the | position of the poorer clergy. That is 
y tithe rent-charge and say that is the in-| the only sort of justification to be offered 
e come of the clergy. It never was at any | for a measure of this character. As for 
r time. Tithe rent-charge has been always | taking the money of the people of the 
’ charged with the rates, and with the sup- , towns for the purpose of subsidising the 
4 port of the poor under the Act of/ larger incomes of the wealthier clergy, 
. Elizabeth. Therefore the principle of | that is a thing which cannot be justified 
your Bill is founded on an entire fallacy. | for a moment. We are told, indeed, that 
8 A clergyman with an income of £500 a | Parliament has nothing to do with the 
year never was entitled to £500 except | Church. Convocation has told us that 
t subject to those deductions. The case is | all we have to do with the Church is to 

| 
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rob other people in order to pay her. That 
is said to be the province of Parliament in 


relation to the Church, but I think the | 
Church should get this miserable pittance | 


from other sources. This money is not 
to be distributed to the poor and those 
who want it, but is to be thrown broad- 


cast for people to scramble for without 


any regard to whether it is going to do | 
good in a particular place where it is to) 
be given, or to a particular person on | 


whom it is to bestowed. That, I venture 


to say, is repugnant to the common sense | 
and the sentiment of common justice of | 


the country, and I shall certainly support 
the Amendment of my hon. friend. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil) : 1 desire to move an Amend- 
ment. We are told that this question has 
nothing to do with charity, but that it is 


a case of justice ; that it is not a question | 
of dealing with the poverty of the clergy, | 
but it is simply to remove an injustice in | 
the rating of the tithe rent-charge. What | 


T should like to know is, if it is an in- 
justice to rate the tithe rent-charge 


belonging to the clergy, why is it net an} 


equal injustice to rate the tithe rent- 


charge which goes to colleges and schools ? | 


There can be no question about it that the 
rating of the tithe rent-charge payable to 
colleges and schools has reduced the 
amount of money which would otherwise 
have been devoted to scholarships and 
fellowships. We are told that this is an 
act of justice and not an act of charity, 
but I want to know why the tithe rent- 


charge of schools and colleges is not also | 
with at the same time? It has 


dealt 
been stated that personal incomes are not 


rated, but I know from personal ex- | 


perience that in Monmouthshire colliery 
owners have had to pay Sd. a ton as 
a charge upon the coal even when they 
have been producing coal at a loss. I 
beg to move : 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“After the word ‘the’ to insert the word 
‘commuted ’?’?—(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 


Question, “That the word ‘ commuted ’ 
be there inserted,” put and agreed to. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): The right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
has told us that this would affect the 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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| principle of the Bill. I do not see that it 
can affect the principle of his measure if 
that principle be to give relief to those 
who need it most. My hon. friend below 
me has said that if this is the principle 
surely it should be made permanent, and 
not established only for two years. If it 
is intended as a reform of local taxation, 
why not introduce a Bill affecting all 
tithe-payers and not one particular class 
If this be an injustice it has been going 
on for sixty-three years, and no attempt 
has ever been made to remedy it. This 
Amendment asks that relief be given to 
| those who need it. I have in my hand a 
| list of livings in which the tithes are con- 
siderably more than £250. There is a 
living in a parish in Dorset with a com- 
muted tithe charge of £1,500, and you 
are going to relieve a clergyman with that 
income of ‘half his rates. Can it be 
seriously urged that any reform of local 
taxation—which, I presume, means placing 
taxation on the shoulders of those best 
able to bear it—would relieve a man with 


/an income of £1,500 a year? Then 
;there is the living of Hatfield, 
a very historic parish, — which 
contains the residence of the 


Prime Minister, which has a commuted 
tithe rent of £1,876, and the rector is to 
have half his rates paid. Can it be said 
that these gentlemen are more unduly 
burdened than other ratepayers? The 
proposals of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouthshire 
operated in favour of the poor, but you 
are giving relief to gentlemen with in- 
comes of over £1,000. It would have 
been thought that hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site, as representing the Church, would 
have limited this relief to the necessitous 
iclergymen. Why, one would imagine 
that the Treasury had a kind of gold 
mine, from which they were scattering 
|gold all over the country. The hon. 
|Gentleman the Member for the Wood- 
'bridge Division said that there were 
seventy livings in the Diocese of Nor- 


'wich with incomes less than £100 
a year. Very well. There yow 
|have a place where you could re- 


‘lieve necessitous clergymen ; but surely 
/it cannot be said that you are relieving 
| necessitous clergymen when you are 
| relieving gentlemen with incomes of over 
| £1,000 a year. I would ask the right 
j hon. Gentleman this question : Does he 
| think that in rural parishes it will be for 
| the benefit of the Church that ratepayers 
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should be compelled to pay half the rates | 


{10 JuLy 1899} 
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Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: I was only 


of clergymen with incomes ten times | replying to the observations of the right 


greater than their own? Nothing will, 
arouse greater hostility in the rural | 
parishes, and the clergy know it. Why) 
did not the Lower House of Convocation 
thank you for your Bill the other 
day? Why, they hardly accepted it, and 
the previous question was only negatived 
by one vote. Nothing is more calculated 
to make the ratepayers smart under a 
sense of injustice and to raise hostility to 
the Church. I hope the right hon. Gentle- 
man will see the force of this Amend- 
ment. This is only a temporary measure ; 
it is not to be put on the Statute Book 
as a permanent measure of local taxation. 
Let it therefore relieve those necessitous 
clergymen, and not ask the taxpayers to 
pay forclergymen with large incomes. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: I hardly 
think that the right hon. Gentleman 
grasps the point that lies at the base of 
my hon. friend’s Amendment or the obser- 
vations of my right hon. friend. The ques- 
tion we want an answer to isthis: Why 
are you drawing a distinction between one 
class of tithe rent owners and another 
class? We could understand it if in 
response to the numerous representa- 
tions which clergymen have made to you 
since you came into office you said : “ Yes, 
you are valuable supporters of the 
present Government, and we will do what 
we can to help vouin your distressed con- 
dition.” We could understand then why 
on the basis of this interim Report you 
are asking that some relief should be 
given to necessitous clergymen. But that 
is not what you have done. You have 
brought in a Bill based, not on the parti- 
cular circumstances of any class of tithe 
receivers, not on the necessities of theclergy, 
but on some injustice discovered with re- 
regard to the incidence of local taxation. 
I challenge the right hon. Gentleman to say 
why, if it is just to pay half the rates of 
a tithe rent-charge owner who happens to 
be a beueficed clergyman, it is not also 
just to pay half the rates of the descen- 
dants of the men who bought tithes in 
the reign of Henry VIII. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is now discussing an Amendment of 
his own which appears later on the 
Paper. 

VOL. LXXIY. FourtH SERIEs. 


hon. Gentleman, and I have no desire to 
raise the general question. When the 
right hon. Gentleman is challenged on 
the pecuniary limit, he replies that it is a 
matter of justice, and that it does not 
matter whether the clergy are paid a large 
sum or not. If that is the principle, why 
do you not relieve the colleges’ and 
private persons who are owners of tithe 
rent? The right hon. Gentleman says 
that in the case of colleges the tithe rent 
is income ; but where in law can he find a 
distinction between a tithe rent charge 
paid to a clergyman and a tithe rent- 
charge paid to a college? Why is it 
income in one case and not in the other? 
I deny that it is income—it has always 
been treated as property. I submit 
that the right hon. Gentleman in 
his answer has not met the point. 
He has not shown us any real 
logical ground for distinguishing between 
the clergy and other tithe rent-charge 
owners. If he says that he is not 
animated with a desire to assist the 
clergy, I will only reply that that is con- 
trary to many of the declarations made 
by Ministers. 


*\Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth): I 
think it is perfectly patent, whatever may 
be the reasons adduced by Ministers of 
the Crown in this House, that this Bill 
can only in justice be based on the theory 
which the country entertains, namely, that 
the necessitous clergy alone should receive 
assistance from it. That appears to me 
to be the only defensible view to take in 
favour of this measure. It is somewhat 

| significant that in the course of this Debate 
not. a single Tory Member has spoken in 
defence of this extraordinary measure, 
and that is not surprising, considering 
that many hon. Members opposite repre- 
sent great democratic constituencies such 
as Manchester, Leicester, Sheffield, and 
other great towns. The Bill has been 
| repudiated by the Ministerial candidates 
|at a recent election. A year or two 
'ago we had a similar measure for assist- 
| ing the clergy of this country by grant- 
ing large subsidies to their sectarian 
'schools. A very respected and worthy 


‘member of this House representing an 
| East End constituency then told us that 
it was his habit whenever a clergyman 
approached his platform to gently push 
him off. After this Bill passes there will 


x 











339 Tithe Rent-Charge 


{COMMONS} 
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be many hon. Members who will desire | which has been in ruins for three hundred 


to push the parson off their platforms. 
The object of the Amendment of my hon. 
friend is to provide that this relief or 
just payment, which ever it may be called, 
should be granted to the poorer clergy, 
and that the richer clergy should not 


receive this henefaction out of the public | 


purse, which benefactions, I may remind 
the Committee, will be taken out of the 
important and useful grants which 
the county councils have been in the 
habit of applying for various purposes in 
counties and county 
must not forget, as indeed 
admitted by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Minister for Agriculture, that the clergy 
have various other sources of income which 
supplement what undoubtedly in many 
cases are very small stipends. 
that in the ancient times to which the 
interim Report of the Commission 
refers the oblations were subject to rates. 


But although offertories, pew rents, 
and the benefactions of generous par- 


ishioners which come now and then in the 
way of the clergy are sources of income, 
none of these are subject to local taxation. 
There is a church down on the coast of 
Kent, well known to many Members of 
the House—the church of the Parish of 
Lydd, connected with the great church of 
Canterbury. The revenue of the clergy- 
man of that church includes the 
commuted tithe £1,381. But that is 
not the only source of income of the 
incumbent. He receives a very large 
grant from the Government in respect of 
the troops marched to his 
church from the neighbouring camp of , 
Lydd. Then, although the tithe is 
commuted at £1,381, he is allowed an 
enormous percentage of deductions before 
arriving at the assessable value, which 
amounts to only £767, or little more than 
half of the total of the commuted value 
of the tithe rent-charge. On what prin- 
ciple of justice are the farmers—who are | 
very heavily taxed for the tithe in the 
adjoining Romney Marshes—to con- | 


who are 


boroughs. We} 
has been | 


I observe | 


or four hundred years. The tithes of 
‘that parish are now handed over to 
|the rich neighbouring parish of Folke- 
| stone. It is a ludicrous conception of this 
| Bill when such instances as I have quoted 
| are adduced to describe it as doing justice, 
Now, I have had letters from several 
clergymen in the division of Lincoln- 
shire which I represent asking me to 
support this Bill. I have not the honour 
to be supported by many clergymen, 
In my division of Lincolnshire, out 
of seventy-six clergymen seventy-two are 
my political opponents. Of the remain- 
ing four three have written to me to ask 
me to vote for this Bill, but two of them 
have discovered since they wrote me that 
they wrote me under a complete halluci- 
nation, and that the Bill will give them 
no relief at all. One finds that his bene- 
fice, which is attached to one of the 
Cambridge colleges, does not come under 
the Bill. If the Bill had been based on 
the principle of justice surely a college 
living would have been given some relief. 
Take another case. There is a rich 
living in my division where the un- 
unfortunate clergyman did a_ very 
foolish thing—he bought the living. I 
have done my very best for some years 
past to help him, as a benevolent friend 
of the clergy, over the various quagmires 
into which he every now and again gets 
plunged. His living is what is called 
sequestrated, and the Bishop of the 
Diocese has put in some legal functionary 
who seems to be kept a sort of an appen- 
dage to the Bishop ; and that man is now 
in charge of the spiritual interests of this 
parish. The poor rector or vicar is a waif 
and stray, wandering from one end of the 
country to the other trying to earn a pre- 
carious living as locum tenens. When 


the Bill was introduced he thought 
he was in sight of the Land of 
Goshen, and pictured himself back 


again in his happy living ; but now I 
am told the Bill does not apply to livings 
which have been sequestrated, and where 
the person in charge of the spiritual 
interests of the parish happens to be in 
the position of a receiver 


tribute their proportion of the additional | 


£50 a year presented out of this fund 
to the parish clergyman of Lydd? In 
the next parish of Midley there is an old 


ruin. No church exists at all. There is 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. LONG: It will apply just the 


| Same. 


*Mr. PERKS: Well, he has taken legal 


merely the gable end of an old church, | advice. 


Mr. Perks. 








wh 
bef: 


} 
Th 
def. 
Op 
at 
Ag 
side 





340 


red 
of 


ike- 
his 
ted 


ral 
yIn- 

to 
our 
en, 
out 
are 
vin- 
ask 
em 
hat 
1ci- 
em 
ne- 
the 
der 
on 
ge 
ief. 
ich 
un- 
ary 


ars 
nd 
res 
ets 
led 
the 
ry 
en- 
ow 
his 
‘aif 
the 
r'e- 
len 


zht 
ck 
igs 
ere 


ual 
in 


the 


gal 





341 Tithe Rent-Charge 


Mr. LONG: That is another thing. 


*Mr. PERKS: 
mine. 


law. But he has taken the advice of 


{10 JuLy 1899} 


| 


I am not learned in ecclesiastical | 


some learned chancellor or legal func- | 


tionary, and he is told that he will 
still have to wander like a spiritual 
Arab over the length and breadth of the 


it. His income is £600 a year. His 


ancestors bought the living, which has | 
been gently handed down from father 


to son, and I suppose, unless the law is 
altered, that will go on for ever. 
income, as I have said, is £600 a year. 
He is, I believe, an eloquent preacher, 
but his congregation is small. 
fault of his, because the 
parishioners are dissenters. 
lections are also small, 
than 2s., and his congregation is less 
than twelve. 
—and this Bill is put before us purely as 
an act of justice—is this gentleman to 
get a benefaction of £30 a year? I 
do not think we are asking anything at 
all unreasonable in suggesting “that this 
measure should be confined to the poor 
and necessitous clergy whose commuted 
tithe rent-charge stands at the figure of 
£200 a year. I beg to support the 
Amendment of my hon. friend. 


His col- 


CoLtoneL WELBY (Taunton): I wish 
to challenge a statement made by the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite and by 
several other hon. Members at a previous 
stage of this Bill, that the tithes when 
originally g given were given partly to the 
support of the poor. The right hon. 
(entleman used that as an argument for 
voting against the Second Reading. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That has nothing 
whatever to do with the Amendment 
before the Committee. 


Mr. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfeld) : 
There has been a very extraordinary 
defence made by the Government in their 
opposition to this Amendment. I am not 
at all surprised that the Minister for 
Agriculture is the only person on that 
side of the House who speaks in favour of 


averaging less | 


His ' 
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the Government proposal and against the 
Amendment, because votes are very 


The advice is not | seldom looked at by constituents, but 


speeches are ; and speeches in the House 
of Commons in favour of this Bill would 
probably he exceedingly unpopular. 


Therefore it is not surprising that hon. 


Gentlemen are maintaining a discreet 


' silence on the subject. 
country and that he would get no relief. | 
There is only one other clergyman who | 
seems to be a beneficiary under the Act | 
who has appealed to me to support | 


The hon. Member 
people’s con- 


AN Hon. MEMBER: 
should not judge other 
stituencies from his own. 


Mr. WARNER: By what other standard 
should I judge them than by that of 
my own constituency, especially when 


|mine contains rather more than the 


Thas is no | 
bulk of his | 


average number of clergy ; and, therefore, 
I am still more surprised at the interrup- 
tion. What I want to know is the 


extraordinary principle that the Bill is 


run on. It is called justice ; but the 


only case that the right hon. Gentleman 


On what grounds of justice | 


the Minister for Agriculture gave was 
where a benefice got £210 a year from 
the tithe rent-charge, and under this 
Amendment it would not be excluded, 
but if the next living had only £150 a 
year from tithe rent- charge and £200 
a year from other sources of income it 
would be excluded. That is an exceed- 
ingly good reason for saying that where 
the whole income of the living exceeds 
£200 it should not be exempted, and if 
the right hon. Gentleman will accept that 
proposition surely there is ability suffi- 
cient on either side of the House to draft 
Amendments to meet the difficulty ; that 
is to say, that where the whole income of 
the benefice, including the value of the 
house, does not exceed £200, the clergy 
should get advantage of the provisions of 
the Bill. The right hon. Gentleman says 


| that we ought not to curtail the extent of 


the Bill to prevent the relief of the richer 
clergy, because that would be very un- 
popular. Well, I will take, not his own 
county, or even the county of Stafford 
with which Iam connected, or the City 
of Bristol, but the poorer places in those 
agricultural districts the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Minister for Agriculture is so 
anxiousto relieve and where he did somuch 
for the landlords. Take Somersetshire, 
where the rates amount to £14,000, 
or the more grievous case, the county of 
Essex, where the land is going cut of 
cultivation because of the difficulty of 


N 2 
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paying the high rates. Surely that is a 


county where something should be done | 


to alleviate the hardships of the poorer 
clergy. But if you leave the Bill as it 
stands, and do not cut off the relief to the 
richer parsons, you increase the rates in 
Essex to the extent of £1,500 a year— 
and that in a county that is going out of 
cultivation because the rates and taxes are 
so high upon it at present! That is a very 
serious case and one which agricultural 
Members in this House ought to think 
seriously about, before they vote for this 
haphazard addition to the revenues of the 
Church of England and for putting an 
additional burden on the ratepayers of 
the country. It may be said, “ You ought 
not to want to reduce it, because it is 
already such a small sum—only £86,000 
a year.” Yes, but that is a very large 
sum. I will put it in this way. You are 


adding at one swoop, out of the unwilling | 


ratepayers’ pockets, 30 per cent. to the 
endowments of the Church during the 
last 200 years. That is too much to 
give to rich persons. I should not 
object if this Bill had proper  safe- 
guards such as is proposed by _ this 
Amendment, in order to ensure that all 
the money that you give goes to the 
needy parsons who have a difficulty to 
make both ends meet—either to the poor 
men who are working in our great towns 
for a miserable pittance of less than £100 a 
year, or to those engaged in the country 
districts who have not enough to keep 
their houses ina proper state of repair— 
but you give this money to those clergy- 
men ‘whose living is w orth £1,000, and in 
some cases £2,000, who are perfectly able 
to take care of themselves. I hope to 
hear somebody on the opposite side of the 
House give some reason why you should 


tax the poor to subsidise the rich clergy | 
'rent-charge £1,645. I 


of this country. I trust that later on, if 
not to-day, this Bill will be so curtailed 
as to avoid this great injustice. 


*Sir H. H. FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): I am not going to discuss the 
general question of the Bill on this 
Amer idment. The Amendment itself is 
sufficiently serious, not only for the 
matter which it contains, but also for the 
declaration which the Minister in charge 
of the Bill has made, and which has been 
already powerfully emphasised by my 
right hon. friend the Member for West 
Monmouth. The Minister in charge 
of the Bill, said that it was entirely 


Mr. Warner. 


{COMMONS} 
_a Bill to be looked at in the light of jus- 
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tice, totally irrespective of the means or 
the position of the persons receiving the 
grant. (Ministerial cheers.) That senti- 
ment was cheered—that it is the abstract 
right of the tithe-owner who pays rates 


to have half his rates paid to him because 


it is professional income. How does the 
right hon. Gentleman apply that prin- 
ciple ? 


Mr. LONG : I stated that no case had 
been brought forward by the Opposition 
to meet the challenge we had given— 
namely, that a clergyman is rated upon 
his income at a higher rate than anybody 
else’s income. * did not use the words 


| “professional income.” 


*Sir H. H. FOWLER: I will take the 
word “ professional” out, but I do not 
see exactly the force of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s argument, if it does not 
apply in the sense in which I apply it— 
viz., that the tithe-owner is to be relieved 
from the payment of his rates under the 
circumstances stated. The relief is to be 
given in both cases in the same way. I 
will put it in a concrete form. I will take 
Amersham, in Buckinghamshire. The 
net amount of the tithe in Amersham is 
£1,150 a year. The rates are paid by 
the landlord, and they were £286, and 
there was awarded to the clerical tithe- 
owner at Amersham a_ rent-charge of 


£1,500 a year, which covers both his 
tithe and _ rates. If we go to 


Wiltshire, there is a very strong case in 
the parish of Melksham. There the tithe is 
£976 4s. 4d., the rates were £178 2s. 8d, 
and the rent-charge is £1,278 8s. 10d. If I 


go to Mold in Flintshire, I find the tithe 


£270, and the tithe 
want the right 
hon. Gentleman to tell the Committee 
where is the justice of taking public 
money, raised by the general taxation 
of the country, in order to make a 
present to gentlemen receiving incomes 
of between “£1, 000 and £2,000 a year. 
It is idle to say that the case for the Bill 
is not based upon the poor clergy. Were 
it not so the Bill would be laughed 
out of the House of Commons. I think 
the poor clergy have a very strong case. 
I said so on the Second Reading, but I 
do not think this is the proper way to 
meet it ; on the contrary, | think it is a 
radically wrong way. Is it right 


is £1,314, the rates 
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to give this relief to a 

who is receiving an  income— 
you may call. it a __ professional 


income or an income from property—of 
£1,600, £1,700, or £1,800 a year, and 
say to the urban taxpayers or the rural 
taxpayers that that man has a right to 
have one-half of his rates paid out of 
the general taxation ? I shall support 
this Amendment on the principle that if 
this Bill is passed it should be confined 
to the poor clergy, to the people who are 
necessitous, and that the money proposed 
to be voted should not be lavished as it 
was under the Agricultural Rating Act, 
when you gave the owners of very valu- 
able land in large towns the same contri- 
bution that you gave to the poor land- 
owners like those of Essex. Hon. Gen- 
tlemen are the best judges of their own 
business, and they know whether this is 
a happy precedent to follow now. At all 
events, we know now that what we are 
going to divide upon is not the merits of 
the bill, or whether this is a right mode 
of giving relief—that was decided on the 
Second Reading issue—but we are going to 
divide upon the question, Isit rightor wrong 
that this relief should be confined to those 
who deserve it,and not given to those who 
are far better able todo without it than 
the vast masses of the people ? 


Mr. LONG: The right hon. Gentle- 
man has asked a question, and, after the 
manner of the Opposition, he has selected 
for himself and for them what the issue 
before the Committee shall be; and 
naturally he has placed the question in a 
light which will be most agreeable to his 
friends. But I again reveat what I said 
before, that as it is the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s undoubted right to give his own 
description of the issue before the Com- 
mittee, so it is undoubtedly the right 
of those of us who are responsible for the 
Bill to put the issue before the Committee 
as it appears to us. Certainly it is not 
as deseribed by the right hon. Gentleman. 
He quoted certain cases from a Parlia- | 
mentary Return in which additions were 
made. That has nothing to do, as far as 
we are able to see, with the line which is 
to be taken in regard to the payment of 
rates. The additions in respect of rates 
affect only the sum which has been 
already agreed upon by private arrange- 
ment between the tithe-owner and the | 
tithepayer previous to the Tithe Com- 
mutation Act of 1836. The effect of that | 


{10 Juty 1899} 
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man | Act is to rectify in some cases, to vary in 


others, but to make permanent in all, the 
arrangements arrived at previously _ be- 
tween the two _ parties — the tithe- 
owner and the tithe-payer. The 
difference in the amounts referred to by 
the right hon. Gentleman is accounted for 
by the additions made in those cases 
where the bargain is regarded by the 
Commissioners as a bad one to the tithe- 
owner, or by deductions made in the 
other cases where the bargain is thought 
to be unfair to the tithe-payer. Whether 
the rates are high or low in no way 
affects the question now under considera- 
tion, but solely the property of the tithe- 
owner as fixed before the passing of the 
Act and subsequently confirmed by the 
Act. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that the cases he referred to could be 
quoted to any extent; it is true, because 
these arrangements were made previous 
to 1836 in 50 per cent. of the cases. The 
question is asked, Are you going to give 
this relief to a man whose income is from 
£1,000 to £1,200 a year, the same as to 
a man whose income is between £200 and 
£300 a year? My reply is “ Yes.” The right 
hon. Gentleman asks the reason why, and, 
although I stated it before, I have no 
objection to state it again. The position 
of the owner of tithe rent-charge to 
whom this Bill applies as a ratepayer is 
one, we contend, of injustice, comparing 
him with other ratepayers in the same 
position in regard to the property on 
which they are rated. In the case of 
the majority of ordinary ratepayers their 
rates amount to 1 or 2 per cent. of their 
incomes, whereas the owner of tithe rent- 
charge pays at the rate of 20 per cent. 
That is the reason why we say that, 
whether the income is great or small, it 
is just that Parliament, if we are deal- 
ing with a reform of this question, should 
deal with it as a whole, and not limit it 
in the manner indicated by the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): If the argu- 
ment the right hon. Gentleman has just 
used is the argument on which the 
Government are going to defend their 
proposals, I should like to put to him 
once more a question which has already 
been asked more than once—namely, why, 


| if this is going to be a complete and logical 


measure, do you not give the same re- 
lief to a person who has exactly the same 
claim to it, the lay impropriator of tithes ? 
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He derives his income from precisely the 
same source as the beneficed clergy, and 
he is rated in respect of his income upon 
the same excessive scale as the clergy- 
man is. If, therefore, that is ground for 
granting relief in the one case, it is ob- 


viously ground for granting relief in the | 
It is totally impossible to repre- | 


other. 
sent this measure as anything but an 
illogical and half-hearted scheme. There 
is one other question I should like to put 
to the right hon. Gentleman in reference 
to the argument of my right hon. friend 
the Member for Wolverhampton. I should 
like to ask the right hon. Gentleman what 
he conceives to be the income of the 
tithe-owner the day before the commuta- 
tion. The income received by the parson 
is the amount of the composition, and not 
one halfpenny more, and therefore it is a 
complete fallacy to treat the sum awarded 
at the time of the commutation, which 
included the gross payments in respect of 
rates in addition to the amount of the 
net income he has been receiving before, 
as though that were or ever has been the 
income of the parson. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): The right 
hon. Gentleman has asked the Committee 
to confine their attention to the principle 
of this Bill, and I think we should better 
understand the principle if we keep out 
of mind altogether the fact that it has 
anything to do with the clergy. What is 
the principle of rating? Rating has 
simply to do with property; it has 
nothing to do with the incomes of the 
people who pay the rates. The principle 
of rating has nothing in the world to do 
with any argument about income. That 
is quite beside the mark. The arrange- 
ment is that a certain proportion of the 
cost of bearing the public burdens should 
be raised from land, and that that propor- 
tion should be the first charge on the 
land—as upon all other property. So 
that in the case of the tithe rent payer, if 
he paid £100 a year for rates and received 
£300 for tithe, he never received £400 a 
year, his income was £300, the £100 being 
simply taken as first charge for the public 
burden. The rate has purely to dowith how 
much is it fair to raise from certain classes 
of property to meet the public burden. 
There is a very important principle in- 


volved in the Bill—one which will deeply | 
stir the mind of the public when once it | 


is realised—and that is, whether or not 
you should shift a certain portion of the 


Mr. Asquith. 


{COMMONS} 
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| burden which has hitherto been borne by 
} . 

_land from land to other kinds of property 
'or taxation. It is not a question of 
whether we should relieve the clergy, or 
| whether they pay in rates a larger or a 
smaller proportion of their income than 
others. The question is: Shall land pay 
such a provortion towards the public 
burdens? You are touching one of the 
most important principles of English law, 
the disturbance of which will shatter the 
Party opposite. Recent elections prove 
this. Nothing has stirred the heart of 
the people more than the feeling that the 
land does not now bear its fair share of 
the burden. In the face of these facts, is 
it not trivial to base this measure upon a 
principle? Would it not be politic to 
base it upon temporary expediency ? The 
whole Bill has that aspect. In the first 
place, it is for three years only ; secondly, 
it affects half the rates. Why not the 
whole or three-fourths ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Gentleman is talking at random 
upon nearly all the subsequent Amend- 
ments. I must ask him to confine him- 
self to the Amendment before the Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. HARWOOD: I beg your pardon, 
Sir. I was going to appeal to the 
Government to regard this as a matter of 
temporary expediency, and not to take 
the dangerous step of basing it upon any 
principle. If that suggestion is adopted 
this Amendment is an admirable one. 
Let the Government say that they pro- 
pose this as a measure of temporary 
relief for a distressed portion of the com- 
munity, and appeal to the sympathy of 
the country. That is the ground upon 
which to base it, and in all good nature I 
make that suggestion to the right hon. 
Gentleman, believing that it will most 
commend this Bill to the country. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (Stock- 
port): This Bill, we are told, has nothing 
to do with the necessities of the clergy, 
and is not formulated in this House to 
remedy the results of the hardship which 
the clergy are suffering in consequence of 
the reduction in the value of tithe. The 
argument is that this is a measure of 
justice to a very heavily-rated section of 
the community—a section of the commu- 
nity who, we are told, pay rates upon the 


whole of their income. I deny that from 





349 


the 

that 
rate 
pays 
of } 
said 
opin 
plect 
the 7 
able 
have 
even 
piece 
mer¢ 
the 

The 
is re 
tice 

mon 
Loca 
buta 


*] 
is a 
must 
one | 


M 
leadi 
as tl 
clerg 
to th 
find | 
upon 
argu 


*T 
that 
mitte 
Com 
large 
be st 
Bill i 
who 
belov 


MI 
cours 
you | 
you Vv 
measi 
meas 
woulc 
tice b 
terms 
the cl 
to de’ 
taken 
pick : 
grou! 


ay 
lic 


Ww, 


m 


i: 


l- 


le 


ieee Hw YS vw’ US 


| i 





349 Tithe Rent-Charge 


the outset. The clergy pay rates upon 
that part of their income derivable from 
rateable property, just as everybody else 
pays on their income from a similar class | 
of property. The right hon. Gentleman 
said he was fully in agreement with the 
opinion of the House that this was only 
piecemeal legislation, and that ultimately 
the whole question of the burden on rate 

able and non-rateable property would 
have to be dealt with. Therefore 

even at its best, this is only a graduated | 
piece of justice, and it is put forward | 
merely as a modicum of justice until 
the whole question can be dealt with. 

The point I want to make is that money 

is required for giving this measure of jus- 
tice to the clergy. Where does that 
money come from? It comes from the 
Local Taxation Account, which is distri- 
butable amongst—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is anticipating future Amendments. I 
must ask him to confine himself to the 
one before the Committee. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: I was 
leading up to my argument, which is that 
as this is a measure of justice to the 
clergy it is pro tanto a measure of injustice 
to those rating authorities who have to 
find the money. I think that probably 
upon that line I may be permitted to 
argue. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
that that is the question before the Com- 
mittee. The question before the 
Committee is whether those who receive a 
larger tithe rent-charge than £200 are to 
be struck out of the Bill; whether the 
Bill is to be made applicable only to those 
who are in receipt of tithe rent-charge 
below £200. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: Of 
course I submit to your ruling, but when 
you have heard my argument I think 
you will change your mind. If this be a 
measure of justice to the clergy, it is a 
measure of injustice to the towns. I 
would ask the House to limit that injus- 
tice by reducing in accordance with the | 
terms of this Amendment the justice to | 
the clergy. That is the argument I desire | 
to develop, and I think it is coherent and, | 
taken as a whole, in order. You cannot | 
pick this money up on any Tom Tiddler’s | 


round ; you are going to obtain it from | 
aa _ | 
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a fund which is distributable amongst 
all the rating authorities of the 
country. Out of the total number 
of assessments in the country the 
towns have the largest proportion, and 
therefore in proportion to the justice 
you are dealing out to the clergy you are 
dealing out injustice to the towns, because 
you are taking money from the towns and 
urban districts and handing it over to the 
clergy. That being so, is it not desirable 
that the injustice should be limited to the 
smallest possible amount which will 
enable you to relieve the most necessitous 
cases? This is a. fine which the towns 
and rating authorities of the country will 
have to pay in order to augment the 
incomes of the clergy, and I suggest that 
the fine should be reduced to the smallest 
possible amount in order to keep the 
injustice within the closest possible 
limits. 


Mr. LOGAN (Leicester, Harborough) : 
The right hon. Gentleman says that he 


_ does not base his case for the Bill on the 


poverty of the clergy, but I do base my 
opposition to the clause upon the ground 
that I represent a large number of very 
poor people who cannot afford to pay 
their contribution towards the half of 
the rates of which the clergy are to be 
relieved. I heartily support the Amend- 
ment before the Committee, because under 
it the gross injustice to the poor of the 
country will be minimised to a certain 
The right hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Bill talks about injustice. 
Is he prepared to go down into the 
country and argue before men who receive 
12s. a week that, as an act of justice, they 
should contribute out of their miserable 
wage a portion of the rates of the clergy ? 
The clergy are in many cases poor, but 
the great majority are in affluent cireum- 
stances compared to the men upon whom 
they live, and who will have to contri- 
bute to the livelihood of these gentlemen 
out of their scanty earnings. I am 
astonished that the right hon. Gentleman 
who has charge of this Bil! should have 
the nerve to introduce it—a Bill which, 
looking at it in its native hideousness, 
will compel a man in Devonshire earning 
10s. a week to contribute to the living of 
a man with £10,000 a year. 


An Hon. Member: How much will 
he contribute ? 
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Mr. LOGAN: I am asked how much 
will he contribute. .It need be very 
little, indeed, out of a weekly wage of 9s. 
or 10s. The hon. Gentleman has en- 
deavourved to prove that the tithe rent 
is an increment, but as we understand it 
it is nothing of the kind. I desire to 
support the Amendment because this Bill 
without it will do a very great injustice 
to the other classes of the community. 
I object to the clergy being assisted out 
of the pockets of those who are worse off 
than themselves. This Bil!, whether the 
Amendment is accepted or not, is another 
bribe in the face of a General Election, and 
as such I[ have great pleasure in 
endeavouring to reduce the amount of it. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Nott- 
inghamshire, Mansfield): I think it was 
unfortunate that an hon. Gentleman on the 
other side of the House was obliged to 
bring his speech to so premature a con- 
elusion ; because he was the only one on 
that side who rose to break the conspiracy 
af silence which we have to meet, and 


from which the country will draw 
its own conclusions. The President 
ot the Board of Agriculture is opposed 


to the Amendment on the ground 
that this is an act of simple justice. 
That we deny, but assuming that view 
is' sound, it is not a measure of justice to 
the whole, but only to a section of 
the tithe-payers, and it is because the 
Amendment now before the Committee 
to some extent limits the injustice of this 
measure that I give it my support. 


*CoLONEL WILLIAMS (Dorset, W.): 
If the hon. Member for the Harborough 
Division knew anything about cottage 
property he would know that the 
man getting 9s. a week pays no rates ; 


they are paid for him under com- 
position by the landlord, and the 
amount is so small that it is never 


taken into consideration in fixing the 
r.nt. With regard to the suggested in- 
justice of this Bill, I might give one 
illustration of a rector I know, who, ever 
since he has had the living, has paid £25 
a year more rates than a person oczupy- 
ing a similar house. 
he has paid £500 more in rates than his 
neighbours, and now because we suggest 
that the ratepayers should take on them- 
selves a burden which they ought to have 
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| taken long ago we are told it is unjust to 
the ratepayers. There is no injustice 
at all. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I was much surprised to hear the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Dorset 
say that a man who occupied a house at 
£9 a year paid no rates. 


*CoLOoNEL WILLIAMS : [said nothing 
of the kind. I said a man earning 9s. a 
week paid no appreciable share of the 
rates. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: No, because the 
landlord pays it, and he gets it out of the 
rent, and what is more, the happy land- 
land gets 30s. eff for paying it. ‘Then he 
tells us a parson in his neighbourhood 
pays more rates than his neighbour, but 
what does the neighbour get his money 
out of ? If he got it out of the tithes I 
could quite understand he would be hardly 
treated if the parson did pay more. But 
the parson gets his income out of the 
tithes, and he, like every tithe-owner, robs 
the community of the amount he gets out 
of the tithes. I am perfectly impartial 
on this Amendment, because I would take 
away the tithes under £200 a year, and I 
would take them away over £200 a 
year. I would take them away from 
the lay and from the clerical impropriator. 
It seems to me that this Amendment is 
not only of an impossible character, but 
it is one which will not hold water. The 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Board of Agriculture has immortalised 
himself by muzzling dogs, and now he 
seems to me to be trying to muzzle the 
supporters of the Government as if they 
were mere dogs. I do trust that this, 
and I[ implore hon. Gentlemen opposite 
not to sit stolidly silent but to find their 
tongues and say that they will not be 
treated in this way by the right hon. 


Gentleman. (Cries of “Question.”) Why 


In twenty years | 


don’t hon. Gentlemen opposite get up 
and make speeches upon this subject in- 
stead of crying out ‘Question, question”? 
There the hon. Member opposite sits lol- 
ling in that way—— 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order. 


“Tolling” is not an appropriate expres- 
oS 


sion to use, and I hope the hon. Member 


will withdraw it. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE: Then I will 


withdraw it at once, and I may say that 
the hon. Member sits in a most graceful 
attitude. The question has been asked 
if there is any person who pays _ rates 
upon his income; but do not colliery 
owners and quarry owners pay rates 
upon their income? That is a matter 
ot hard fact, and very often they pay on 
a good deal more than their income. "Now 
what is the Amendment ? It is that the 
clergy receiving above £200 a year 
should not benefit by this dole which is 
being given. I do not know whether the 
right hon. Gentleman has read through 
the evidence given before the Committee, 
but if he has done so he will have seen 
that a large number of clergy came for- 
ward as witnesses, and they said that it 
was only fair that this dole should be 
limited to those who had salaries below 
£150 per annum. A gentleman named 
Davis—a most estimable person—said he 
thought that £150 was about the correct 
figure, and I agree with him entirely. A 
pastor is a man—or ought to be—who 
does not preach the Gospel for his own 
benefit, but for the benefit of other 
people, and provided that he gets a small 
and reasonable income he ought to be 
satisfied. What did Oliver Goldsmith 
say in his “ Deserted Village”? He 
said: “Passing rich on £40 a year.” 
Surely a clergyman to-day is “ passing 
rich” on £200 a year, and I do not want 
us to give him any help. Comparing the 
number of clergy receiving £200 a year, 
and the number of those receiving above 


that amount, if you gave nothing to | 


those above £200 a year, you would 
be able to allow to the remainder 
not only half the rate on the tithe 
but the whole of it. If we are to treat 
this matter from the point of view 
of the State giving to these clergy a fair 
and adequate income, we certainly ought 
to do it in regard to the poor and not in 


regard to the rich. There are a number of | 
livings with incomes of over £1,000 per | 


annum. I should like to know how much 
the dissenting minister gets in a parish 
where the clergyman is receiving £1,000 
per annum. ‘The clergyman receives this 
money from the poorest of the poor, and 
he also receives a portion from the dis- 
senting minister, who often only gets 
from £60 to £70 a year, and yet vou call 
upon him to pay an extra amount of 
rates in order that the clergyman of the 
Church of England may receive a reduc- 
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tion of £60 per annum upon his rates. 
The thing is positively unfair and unjust. 
I cannot really understand how any hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, looking at the matter 
in a fair way, can fail to agree with us that 
at any rate this reduction should be allowed 
only to those clergymen with salaries 
below £200 per annum. As a matter of 
abstract historical logical justice we ought 
not to give this money to the men who 
really have already a sufficient income, 
and have a far greater income than the 
average clergyman in any part of the 
world. It is nonsense to talk about a 


clergyman in a small country parish with 


£1,000 a year not having too much. I 
should like to see the whole of the money 
put into one fund and paid out according 
to the services rendered. If this were 
done the Church of England would be 
able to pay these clergymen without 
“sponging” on the community and 
without asking us to help men who 
are getting £1,000, £2,000, and in some 
cases £3,000 per annum. (Mr. TALBOT: 
“No, no.”) The right hon. Gentleman 
says “No,” and perhaps he knows a great 
deal more about it than [ do. I am not 
myself in the Church, and I do not 
represent a university ; therefore, I do 
not enter into these details like the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite. But the right 
hon. Gentleman is an able speaker, so [ 
will sit down to let him get up and 
explain how many livings there are above 
£1,000 a year, and I hope the right hon. 


/ Gentleman will follow me. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan, 
Mid.): The real ground for this Bill is 
that there are a certain number of livings 


‘in the country where the parsons feel the 


pinch of poverty, and this is the real 
ground on which this measure is brought 
forward. The right hon. Gentleman 
opposite knows perfectly well the position 
of these poorer clergy, and yet he pro- 
poses to still further endow the rich 
livings of this country. The right hon. 
Gentleman is driven, in opposition to this 


‘very reasonable Amendment, to say that 


he does not do it to relieve poverty, but 
as an extension of what is fair and just 
in what he calls the principle of rating. 
But there is no principle of rating under- 
lying this Bill at all, and no rating prin- 
ciple can be adduced by anybody on 
that side of the House in opposition 
to the Amendment of my __ hon. 
friend. The right hon. Gentleman in 
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charge of the Bill says you ought 
to deal with all clerical incomes alike, 
and you ought not to tax professional 
incomes. But what sort of an income is 
dealt with in this case? The right hon. 
Gentleman says it is income, but I con- 
tend that it is not income at all. 
Suppose a man was appointed to a living 
two years ago, and it was worth £600 or 
£800. That man knew that out of that 
sum there would be certain deductions for 
rates and other matters amounting to 
about £200, and he knew that the net 
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amount he would have was not £800 but | 


£600. Now that man under this Bill 
is having a gift given to him of £40 a 
year. It will not do for the right hon. 
‘Gentleman and his friends to say, “ We 
were forced to do something for the poor 
clergy, but we could not give £10 a year 
to a man with £150 a year without 
giving £40 to a man with £600 a year.” 


The amount paid to the clergy is not in- | 


come. The doctor has his patients, the 
lawyer his clients, and the shopkeeper 
his customers, but the incomes of the 


clergy are not founded on this principle. | 


I venture to say that in many parishes in 
the country the people from whose land 
the tithes come do not go to that par- 
ticular church at all. Therefore, how 
can you call it income in the sense 
of a man who earns his money in a 
profession like that of the law or of medi- 
cine? The whole case made out is not 
-one of principle at all, but one of dole. 
You were content when the Agricultural 
Rating Bill was before this House with 
the statement that it was a mere 
temporary expedient, and now it is said 
that because the Agricultural Rating Act 
relieved those in occupation of agricultural 
land we ought to do the same for the 
parsons. The Secretary to the Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners, in answer to a 
-question, stated that : 

“The landowner having had his turn, the 

tithe-owner now thinks that his time has 
come.” 
You have pretended to give the farmer 
this relief, and now you say it is the turn 
for the Church. Supposing a widow had 
asum of money left her three or four 
years ago, or at the time when Home Rule 
was before the country, when Consols were 
very high—I believe they got up to 115. 
Why should you not extend this prin- 
ciple, and make up the loss to this lady 
which she has sustained in consequence 
-of the fall in the price? But these clergy- 

Mr. Samuel Evans. 
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| men have an association, and we find the 
| hon. Member for Tunbridge sending 
| leaflets broadcast to the poor clergy in 
‘the rural districts, inviting them to put 
their wails and sufferings before Parlia- 
ment. Ido not know exactly what the 
| price of a curate is, but he was priced 
/and valued by the hon. Member opposite 
lat £150. It is curious to note that in 
|somé of the instances which are given in 
‘the evidence there are livings specified, 
|and one witness—the Rev. Mr. Jepp— 
| who is a justice of the peace and deputy- 
chairman of Quarter Sessions, said he 
thought there should be a uniform abate- 
ment in every benefice, because he 
thought ‘‘one man’s services were as good 
as another theoretically.” I do not sup- 
pose that we should have had this com- 
plaint if the Bill had been confined to the 
propositions contained within the four 
corners of this Amendment, and I should 
be very much surprised if the richer 
clergymen are not unanimously of opinion 
that this relief should be given to the 
poorer clergy. I do not know what the 
Rev. Mr. Jepp has to complain of, for his 
living is worth £323 a year and his net 
‘income is £244, while the whole church 
accommodation in his parish is only 450. 
Can it be said that that man is badly 
paid for administering to the spiritual 
needs of his congregation, when he cannot 
possibly get more than 450 people in his 
church? I know many Nonconformist 
ministers, who have much larger con- 
gregations, would be very glad if their 
incomes were brought up to £244. 
I will give another instance where 
the gross income of the living is 
£272, and this will be excluded if 
this Amendment is carried. Now, the 
net income in this case is £188, but what 
is the population of that parish ? I dare- 
say the Committee will be astonished to 
hear that the entire population is only 
seventy-nine people all told. The ques- 
tion is whether you ought to give relief 
to this man, who has only got seventy- 
nine people in his parish, and who already 
gets this large sum of money. This 
Amendment is most pertinent to this 
particular case, for the church accommo- 
dation in this instance is only sixty. 
This clergyman cannot stow more than 
sixty people when his church is full, and I 


have no doubt that he has ample room: 


for his congregation. Is that a case in 
which you ought, under this Bill, to take 
money out of the public funds to assist 
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these people ? 
man the Member for Oxford University 


said there were not many livings worth | 


£3,000 or £2,000 a year, but in this very 
Return there is a living in the county of 
Norfolk where the gross income is £1,254, 
which is more than an Under Secretary 
gets. 


he does not do the work himself but em- 
ploys curates to doit for him he ought to 
pay them. I do not think his work is so 
great that a curate is necessary. In the 
parish to which I have just alluded 


the church accommodation is only 
365, and such cases might be 
multiplied over and over again. 


I think, however, two or three cases are 
as good as two or three dozen, and I do 
not want to weary the House. These are 
instances given from the appendix to the 
Report, and they are very material to the 
question which the Royal Commission 
considered. If the Government are bound, 
as a temporary expedient, to have re- 
course to the public funds in order to put 
money into the pockets of the clergy, 
why do you not confine your generosity 
to the case of the poor vicar and the poor 
rector? Weare quite astonished that you 
should come to the public funds at all for 
this purpose. I suppose the noble Lord 
the Member for Rochester will claim that 
the adherents of the Church number ten 
millions. If that is so, all it means is that 
each member of the Church should give 
another twopence a year out of their own 
pockets. Do you really have so little re- 
gard for the comfort of your clergy and so 
little regard for their power of usefulness 
that you are prepared to say that the 
members of the Church of England will 
not put their hands in their pocket to 
provide another twopence per head per 
annum to make up this £87,000 which 
is propased to be voted to the Church by 
this Bill? I do appeal to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite who are supporters of the 
Government to vote according to their 
consciences on this question, and if they 
do so, I believe they will be bound to go 
into the lobby to prevent these public 
funds from being give to those men who 
are already amply remunerated. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Gloucestershire, Stroud): 
With regard to this particular Amend- 
ment I would appeal to hon. Members 
Opposite to consider whether it would not 
be wholly inconsistent with every prin- 
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The right hon. Gentle- | 


The right hon. Gentleman says the | 
clergyman has to pay curates £300, but if | 
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ciple of rating ever applied in this country 
to make a difference in rating where a 
man was receiving a large income or a 
small one. Would any hon. Member 
opposite suggest that if a man only 
possessed five or six houses his property 
should be rated differently to that of the 
man who owns a much larger number? 
If this Amendment is carried in its 
present form it will have this effect, for it 
is inconsistent with every principle of 
rating which has been carried in this 
House. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: Why not 
reduce the rating upon the houses ? 


Mr. CRIPPS: What I am trying to 
point out is that if this Amendment is 
carried it will make this Bill absolutely 
inconsistent with every principle of rating 
in this country by making a distinction 
between large owners and small ones. I 
challenge any hon. Member opposite to 
give a single illustration to show that the 
circumstance of a man deriving a large 
or a small income from the same kind of 
property has ever been made a reason 
for altering the rating of that property. 
That is what this Amendment seeks 
to do. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: This 
Bill is the illustration. 


Mr. McKENNA_ (Monmouthshire, 
N.): In this very Bill a distinction is 
drawn between the same kind of property 
where it is held by a clerical person and a 
layman. 


Mr. CRIPPS: I think that interrup- 
tion shows that my point has not been 
appreciated by the hon. Member. I am 
not going back to the whole question, 
but I am now, dealing with this par- 
ticular Amendment, and I am perfectly 
ready toadmit that there is that distinction. 
What I wish to point out is that every 
member of the Royal Commission, except 
one, quite irrespective of politics, came to 
the conclusion that a distinction should 
be drawn between the two classes of 
property. It is not a question of poverty. 
The Agricultural Rating Bill was put 
forward because in the opinion of Sir 
Alfred Milner a certain class of property 
was really paying double what it ought 
to pay. That is the simple fact. I 
should like to refer to the remarks 
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of the right hon. Gentleman the 


Member for Wolverhampton, who is an 
admitted authority on such topics. We 
say in this Bill, not that this property 
should not be rated, but that it has been 
rated on a wrong basis and a wrong 
principle. That is the whole case, and it 
has not been met by hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. It is an argumenta- 
tive and difficult point, and the Royal 
Commission, having spent twenty or 
thirty days in hearing evidence, and 
having devoted an enormous amount 
of attention to it, came to the 
conclusion that tithe rent - charge 
was unjustly rated. Starting from that 
premises we ought to have immediate 
legislation such as is now suggested to 
remedy the injustice. I go further, and 
say it is the first step in the reform of 
iocal taxation so far as our recommenda- 
tions are concerned, The only way to 
remedy matters of this kind is to seek for 
injustices and deal with them one by one. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Wolverhampton referred to what was 
done in 1836, but what was done then is 
quite irrelevant to what we are now dis- 
cussing. The object then was to have 
in all cases rateable property assessed on 
the same basis in every instance. That 
was simply all that was done, but that 
has nothing on earth to do with the 
proper principle and basis upon which 
rating should be assessed. Speaking for 
myself, I cannot for a moment argue that 
this is not rateable property, or that it 
should not be rated as other property. 
The question is, is it so rated at the 
present time or not? The Royal 
Commission thought not, and there- 
fore we ought to deal with this 
tithe rent-charge on the same basis as 
other property. The theory of this 
Amendment is to deal with property in 
different ways according as a man his a 
large or a small amount. It is absolutely 
inconsistent with every principle of rat- 
ing, and apart from the question of poor 
man’s prejudice, I do not think a single 
responsible Member w ithany knowledge of 


rating will rise andsay that the principlein- 


volved in this Amendment is one fat 


can be adopted without upsetting the 


whole theory and principle of rating in 
the country. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
hon, and learned Member has challenged 
us on the main proposition that property 


Mr. Cri pps. 
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ought to be rated on the same footing, 
whatever its value may be, and he asks 
us to point out an exception to it. This 
Bill is the exception. He says with 
reference to land generally that no 
enquiry is made whether the income a 
man derives from it is £100 or £1,000. 
That is perfectly trae, but you rate 
all land alike, and you do not rate all 
tithe alike. You have introduced a per- 
sona: distinction ; you have violated every 
law of rating by basing this Bill on the 
principle of personal distinctions. The 
Government were wise enough not to 
raise the question of personal service. 
The right hon. Gentleman in charge of 
this Bill never uttered the words “ per- 
sonal service.” He knew what a rotten 
principle they involved, but the hon. and 
learned Member has let the cat out of the 
bag. If this Bill is to be based upon 
personal service, is the personal service 
to be the same in the case of the man 
who gets £1,500 a year as in the case of 
a man who gets £200 a year? The 
moment you come to personal service you 
must assess that service. But if that is 
to be assessed, why not the rectory house 
as well as the tithe rent-charge, and 
everything else from which an incumbent 
derives any income? The hon. and 
learned Gentleman has ruined this Bill. 
Now that we have got rid of the poverty 
argument and got on the ground of 
personal service, I think the  con- 
tents of this Bill are utterly destroyed. 
I was longing all the time that we should 
get to personal service, because greater 
nonsense was never talked on the subject 
than by the Royal Commission from the 
Report of which the hon. and learned 
Gentleman has quoted, though really he 
is only quoting himself. I suppose the 
hon. and learned Gentleman is the original 
and sole discoverer of personal service, 
but as a foundation for this Bill it cannot 
be maintained fora moment. If the dis- 
cussion on this Amendment hasbeen 
somewhat extended, it is due to the fact 
that the right hon. Gentleman imme- 
diately the Amendment was moved started 
upon the fundamental principles of the 
Bill. If the right hon. Gentleman is 
entitled to discuss the fundamental prin- 
ciples of the Bill, surely Members on this 
side are entitled to follow him. The hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Member for 
Stroud said the fundamental principle of 
the Bill was that all property should be 
rated alike, but then you introduce a Bill 
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which distinguishes between tithe given 
to the owner of a benefice and tithe given 
Is that the fundamental 
principle of the Bill? I think we on this 
side ought to be extremely obliged to the 
hon. and learned Member. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddington): Like 
the right hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down I rise to express my satisfaction 
that the hon. and learned Member oppo- 
site has recalled the Committee to the 
real point at issue. We have heard of 
the property argument based on_ the 
Report of the Royal Commission. Hon. 
Members opposite defend that Report 
but the Bill condemns it. The Commis- 
sioners proposed that there should be a 
deduction which would represent what it 
would cost to employ a curate. But the 
Bill throws that overboard, and proposes 
topay half therates,whether a curate is em- 
ployed or not, and it draws no distinction 
between the cases which the Commis- 
sioners recommended as fit for deduction 
and cases to which no such consideration 
was given. What is the use of quoting 
to us the Report of the Commission as 
an argument in favour of the pro- 


posal we are now discussing? What 
is the gravamen of the attack 
on this side? It is that you 
are not treating this property in 


the ordinary way. I should have 
thought that the Government would take 
some steps to bring under review the 
case of the Queen v. Sherman. As long 
as that case stands you are not entitled 
to make the reduction you are now 
setting up. If that case is wrong why not 
take it to the House of Lords? That 
tribunal will not be prejudiced in any 
appeal brought on behalf of clergymen of 
the Church of England. We _ have 
challenged the Solicitor - General on 
previous occasions to say that we are 
wrong, and he has not got up to defend 
the principle of this Bill. In face of 
these considerations it must be held that 
the Bill is really based on a footing of 
kindliness and a disposition to assist the 
clergy who are in difficulties. I sym- 
pathise with them, but it is impossible for 
us to look at the matter on any other 
footing. The £200 limit is at the 
bottom of the controversy, and on that 
we must go to a Division. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 


It is really distressing to see the 


{10 JuLy 1899} 


(Rates) Bill. 362 


inaccessibility of the other side of the 
House to argument, or at any rate to 
statement. Her Majesty’s Ministers have 
told the House over and over again that 
this Bill is founded, not on merey, but on 
justice. This Amendment is, however, 
based on the theory that the Bill is 
founded on mercy ; but if the Bill is 
founded, as my right hon. friend has in- 
formed us, on justice, there is no reason 
why the amount should be limited. 
Before I part from the argument of mercy, 
let me say that I feel personally what the 
Government do not feel—that this Bill is 
to be largely defended on grounds of 
mercy. That is not the official view, and 
that is not the view in which any hon. 
Member on this side will vote. He will 
vote for justice and mercy. There is no 
ground whatever for the Amendment. 
Justice is our plea. The hon. and learned 
Member for Stroud stated that this Bill is 
an alteration in the method of rating to 
bring it into accord with justice. The 
Bill to my mind leaves rating exactly 
where it is, but provides some ot the rate 
on the ground of justice. I am a disciple 
of my hon. and learned friend as to the 
method. He says that the grievance is 
that a sufficient deduction has not been 
allowed, and that it is necessary, in order 
to place the owners of the tithe rent- 
charge in the same position as the owners 
of other rateable property, to provide by 
legislation for further reductions. If this 
Bill has not taken precisely that method, it 
may perhaps in its career through this 
House be brought into accord with it. I 
have an Amendment myself which is 
based on the principle of deducting a 
certain amount and allowing for it. 1 
think the Bill may be open to amendment 
in respect of method. All I wish is to 
appeal to hon. Gentlemen opposite to 
accept the grounds on which the Bill is 
based, and to reject from their minds all 
notion of mercy and all ideas of distressed 
clergymen going about looking for bread 
to give them strength to preach their 
sermons on the next Sunday. We have 
nothing to do with that in this Bill. It 
is to be solely discussed upon the principle 
of justice, and on that ground I think the 
present Amendment is entirely miscon- 
ceived and must have emanated from the 


mind of an hon. Gentleman incapable of 


appreciating the high principle of justice. 


I, for my part, mean to stand on the 
ground of justice, and I am accordingly 
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bound to vote against this Amendment, 
which is based on the ground of mercy. 

Mr. M‘KENNA: My hon. friend who 
has just spoken has defended the Bill on 
the ground of justice, but has altogether 
forgotten the fact that although this Bill 
is based on the eternal principles of justice 
it is only to last for two years. If ever 
there was a Bili which, on the face of it, 
hears the character of urgency it is this 
measure. It is to meet a pressing case, 
and we are warned that when the Royal 
Commission finally reports this as well as 
other questions affecting local taxation 
will be dealt with at the same time. If 
you limit the application of this Bill to 
cases where the tithe rent-charge is under 
£200 a year you would, as the hon. and 
learned gentleman opposite contended, be 
allowing a reduction of £100 a year for 
personal service, because the result is 
exactly the same whether you pay half 
the rates on £200 or deduct £100 in 
respect of service. If a man gets over 
£200 a year we are assuming that he is 
overpaid, and we do not propose any 
deduction in that case. In carrying out 
this principle we are acting more fairly 
than if the Bill is left as it now stands. 
Instead of giving an equal reduction to 
all, you are giving very much to the very 
rich, less to the less rich, and nothing at 
all to the poor. 


*Mr. OLDROYD (Dewsbury): One 
statement has been made by the hon. and 
learned Member for Stroud (Mr. Cripps) 
which ought not to go unchallenged. 
Perhaps he rather despises the criticism 
of hon. Members on this side of the 
House, but we ought at all events to 
adhere to facts, and I distinctly challenge 
the accuracy of some of his statements. 
The hon. and learned Member said that 
in the case of those tithe-owners to whose 
incomes a certain sum for rates was added 
under the Commutation Act, that that 
was done for the purpose of establishing 
a rateable property. I challenge that 
statement on the ground that the tithe 
was rateable property before, and that 
therefore there was no necessity for the 
change. 

Mr. CRIPPS: The question is in 
whose hands the property was. 

*Mr. OLDROYD: My contention is 
that it was already a rateable property, 
and that rates from time immemorial had 
heen paid upon that property. The only 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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change made by the Commutation Bill was 
to transfer payment of the rates to the man 
who received the tithe rent, for which pur. 
pose a sum was added equivalent to the 
then existing rates. At the very opening of 
the Debate in 1836, when the Commuta- 
tion Act was passed, Lord John Russell 
entered upon this question. He did not 
introduce his Bill under a Ten minutes rule, 
but he gave a very explicit statement ofthe 
circumstances of the case and of the line 
upon which the Government proposed to 
proceed, and one of his allegations was 
distinctly that it was for the purpose of 
uniformity that that procedure should be 
adopted. When the Commissioners came ‘o 
look into those cases they found several 
methods of communication already in 
existence. In some cases the tithe-payer 
was the farmer, and in some cases he was 
the incumbent, and it was necessary that 
there should be one uniform method. 
Therefore Lord John Russell in intro- 
ducing the Bill gave a very good reason 
for the procedure he proposed, and that 
was because, as he said, it was desirable 
that the incumbent should rank himself 
with other parishioners as a_fellow- 
ratepayer in the parish, and that their 
interests should be identical to get 
the rates progressively lowered. There- 
fore I contend that the statement of 
the hon. and learned Member is incorrect, 
as is proved by the reason assigned for 
that procedure which was given by Lord 
John Russell in introducing that Bill. 
The hon. and learned Member also said 
that the basis of rateability in the case of 
tithe-rent charge was different from that 
of other property, and he entered upon a 
discussion of the personal element, that 
the tithe rent-charge was receivable on 
account of services rendered by the 
clergy. But that is contrary to all the 
facts of the case, and the misconception 
arises from the fact that hon. Members 
have had regard to the destination of the 
income rather than to its origin. All the 
tithe rent-charge arose and issued out 
of the land. That is the fundamental 
principle of the charge, and therefore as 
it issues out of the land it is rateable 
If we try to arrive at the 
reason why from time immemorial that 
property has been rateable we must go 
back to the time when tithe was levied 
in kind, when the parson went into the 
field and took the tenth sheep or the 
tenth portion of the produce, whatever it 
might be ; and under those circumstances 
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it was very reasonable when a man came { 
into the field at the time of harvest—not | 
at seed time, or the time of harrowing, or 
ploughing, or labouring—that he should 
at least pay rates on the property which 
he came and took from the industrious 
farmer who brought the crops to maturity. 
He was an illustration and an instance of 
those gentlemen who received their 
income but who “toiled not neither did 
they spin.” He came and took the fruits 
of the soil. These are the facts of the 
case, and it is but reasonable that he 
should pay the rates on that por- 
tion of the produce which he took 
away. Therefore I am unable to see 
how the hon. and learned Member, or 
any other Member who advocates this 
Bill, has established that there is any 
injustice in the rating of the tithe rent- 
charge like all other property. Seeing 
that the principle of justice fails, it seems 
to us on this side of the House that we 
can only account for the introduction of 
the Bill on the ground that it is an act 


of mercy or charity. That being 
so I shall support this Amendment, 
because I believe it will reduce the 


amount of pillage which will be dis- 
honestly drawn out of the general tax- 
payers’ pocket, and put the balance in the 
hands of men who will know how wisely 
to spend the money. 

*Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- 
ton): Hon. Gentlemen on the other 
side of the House have appealed to these 
benches to accept the principle on which 
the Bill is said to be based—namely, that 
of justice—and they have thought that we 
were rather hard in declining to accept it. 
I will tell them why we decline to accept 
that basis for the Bill. We maintain that 
this plea of justice is a pretence which is 
not only false, but demonstrably false. 
In truth the real interest of this Debate 
to see how long the farce of pretending 
that this grant is not an endowment will 
be kept up. It is because it is an addi- 
tional endowment of the Church of 
England that I support the Amendment. 
Ido not care whether the Amendment is 
the best mode of stopping the proposed 
grant. It reduces it, and Iam determined 
that I will keep that additional endow- 
ment as small as I can. One thing is ' 
quite certain, that unless the Government 
exercise such discipline over those men 
of their Party who understand the sub- 
ject as to keep them from speaking it will 
be impossible to maintain this farce. I 


| 
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was delighted to see and hear the hon. 
and learned Member for Stroud—not that 
I underrate his ability ; I have too often 
been his foe to do that—getting up and 
saying he would make short work of the 
Amendment, because he could show that 
it would be an excrescence on the whole 
rating system. He was right in this, but 
the Amendment is aninfinitely less ugly ex- 
erescencethanthe Bill itself. I feltsure that 
although he might make short work with 
the Amendment, he could not speak for 
many minutes without making shorter 
work with the arguments of the right 
hon, Gentleman in charge of the Bill. 
When I came into the House I heard the 
hon. Gentleman challenge the Opposition 
to controvert the proposition that a 
clergyman who was a tithe-owner was the 
only person rated on his income. Well, 
the proposition was so absurdly stated 
that I was not surprised that it was not 
answered from this side of the House. 
The answer was reserved for the hon. 
Member for Stroud himself. Before he 
had finished three sentences of his speech 
he pointed out that the owner of every 
rateable property was rated on the income 
of that property, and therefore every 
person whose property consists of rateable 
property, if he is foolish enough to consi- 
der his income as the gross income of that 
property, is rated on that income. But if 
either he or a clergyman is_ sensible 
enough to realise that his true income is 
the net income of that property, neither 
he nor the clergyman is rated on his in- 
come. The whole case lies in a nutshell. 
It does not matter whether the tithe is 
in the hands of a layman or is an endow- 
ment of a benefice. Since the Act of 
Elizabeth no human being has ever been 
the beneficial proprietor of the gross tithe. 
He has only been the beneficial proprietor 
of the net tithe, and if you choose to 
attach the tithe to a benefice, all the in- 
come you have thus given to the benefice 
is the net tithe, and you have no business 
to talk about that income being rated. It 
it not until after it is rated that it becomes 
an income. When you turn to the Tithe 
Commutation Act—which has been de- 
scribed in various language by different 
Members, but which was drawn in the 


simplest possible language—what do 
you find? The framers of that 
Act took care that every tithe- 


owner got into his hands in the first 
place the gross tithes, in order that they 
might be doing justice in making him the 








367 Tithe Rent-Charge 


person who was to pay the rates, so that 


{COMMONS} 


(ates) Bill. 368 
*Mr. MOULTON: I should accept 


after paying the rates he would be left in | instantly your decision, Mr. Lowther, but 


possession of the net tithe. 


no mystery about that. The object of the | 


Tithe Commutation was simply to put the 
gross tithe in the hands of the tithe-owner, 
because he was unquestionably the man 
who had to pay to the community its share 
of the revenue, which left him in possession 
of the only property he ever had in it— 
namely, the net tithe. I should very 
much like to hear any hon. Member on 
the other side of the House get up and 
deny that that was what was done by the 
Tithe Commutation Act. Well, the con- 
sequence is that the lay impropriator or 
clergymanis inreceipt of thenettithe. How 
does the lay impropriator get it? Why, 
he buys it. 


The gross tithe? No, he pays for the in- 


come that comes out of the net tithe, and | 


when he gets the net tithe, he gets all 
that he purchased. Now let me turn to 
the clergyman. How does he get it ? 
He accepts a living with certain duties, 
and in return he gets the net tithe. He 
purchases it not by a capital sum, but by an 
undertaking to do certain work, and that is 
just as much a purchase of the net tithe, 
and not, therefore, the gross tithe, as 
if he paid £2,000 for it. The hon. Mem- 
ber for King’s Lynn, I think it was, 
suggested that there should be a reduction 
of the rate upontithes for personal services ; 
but the clergyman has acquired the net 
tithe in return for personal services. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg the 
hon. and learned Gentleman’s pardon. I 
did not make that statement. 

*Mr. MOULTON: Well, perhaps I 
ought to have referred to a suggestion by 
the hon. Member for Stroud. Let us hear 
nomore about deductions for a curate or 


deductions for personal services. The 
clergyman not had to pay <¢ 


capital sum to acquire the right to take 
that net tithe. The clergyman had to 
undertake that he would do something 
for it; and do you mean to say that 
it is in accordance with either justice, or 
any principle of rating, that a man 
can deduct from the income of rateable 
property the cost of acquiring that 
property by himself ? 

*THE CHAIRMAN : I must invite the 
hon. and learned Gentleman to approach 
the consideration of the question now 
before the House. The argument he is 
addressing to the Committee is not rele- 
vant to the Amendment. 

Mr. Moulton. 


| 


There was | I would point out that this is a question of 


reducing the endowment. We say, there- 
fore, weare justifiedin disregarding the plea 
of injustice, and restricting the increase to 
as small an endowment as possible. Iam 
now dealing with the suggestion that it. is 
an injustice, because there are certain 
services by which the clergyman gets 
possession of the tithe. I leave myself 
entirely in your hands, but I submit that 
my argument is very relevant to the 
question of whether this is a matter of 
justice in which all tithe is to be treated 


alike. 


What does he pay for? | 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That question is 


raised by a subsequent Amendment. 


*Mr. MOULTON: I think I may re. 
mind you that we were challenged by the 


‘hon. Member for Stroud to go into 
this very matter. However, I accept 
your ruling, and pass on. We are 


dealing in this case with an Amendment 
which says that only the poorer clergy 
should have thisendowment. Now I ean 


‘quite understand why the Government 


oppose an Amendment like this, just as I 
can understand why they give no relief 
to the lay impropriator. They do not 
know who he is, and he might be a 


Liberal. The poor clergyman may 
know enough about poor people to 
be a doubtful supporter of the 


Government. But there is no doubt 
about the rich clergyman. It is safe to 
go firm upon that. The consequence is 
that they naturally oppose the suggestion 
that the relief should only be given to the 
poorer clergymen. Now, on what principle 
is that to be done, that we should give this 
relief to all the people who own tithes? Is 
it to he said that it is a question here of 
the nature of an income from tithes ? It is 
admitted that there is no case whatever 
in which a property should be increased 
by a gift from the State in this way to 
the owner. What was said in regard 
to the Agricultural Rating Act? That 
the relief was given to the tenant farmer, 
and that it was ridiculous to suggest that 
the landlords would receive it. If this is to 
he considered as a case, not of poverty, 
but of endowment—well, then, the last 
shadow of any justification for bringing 
in this Bill must go, and it must be looked 
upon as a deliberate gift to the rich in 
proportion to their wealth. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
If any hon, Member is justified in sup- 
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porting this Amendment, it is a man like 
myself, who represents one of the largest 
and poorest parishes in South London. 
Much has been said about the poor country 


parson, but not a word about the poor | 


London parson. London is paying out 
of all proportion in regard to this Bill, to 
support the country parson. We are 
called upon to produce £19,000 for 
the relief of parsons, rich and poor alike, 
throughout the country, while of that 
sum we obtain only about £900. When 
my poor constituents go to Kennington 
Oval, they see it swarming with country 
parsons enjoying their ease, and looking 


on at cricket matches ; they think it a) 


hard case that they should be rated to 
further add to the luxury and comforts of 
the rich parsons. I speak on this ques- 
tion as a Churchman. If there is any 
desire to improve the position of the poor 


parsons throughout the country, the best | 


way is to allocate some of the huge funds 
in possession of the wealthiest Church in 
the world for that purpose. When I tell 
my constituents in South London that 
the Archbishop of Canterbury has an 
income three times that of the Prime 
Minister, and draws £15,000 a year, and 
when they see all round them poor clergy- 
men, Church of England as well as Non- 
conformist, doing, not the light work of 
the country parson, but more heavy and 
magnificent work in the poorest parts of 
London, I think they will say that it is 


the duty of the higher parsons in the | 


Church of England to allocate some of 
these huge funds to the poor clergy. 
Reference has been made _ to personal ser- 
vice. Does it not occur to those 
who make such references that the 
Church of England is based upon 
personal service? Are not advowsons 
hought and sold every day in the open 
market, and whoever buys an advowson 
has imposed on him the necessity, within 
six months, of appointing some one who 
will give personal service. This Bill 


endows the Church of England ; it endows | 


equally the rich and the poor parson, 
but it endows the rich parson in a 
degree out of all proportion to that which 
it endows the poor parson. 
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as the London clergy, and far harder than 
any country clergyman, is called upon to 
re-endow out of his scanty earnings a 


Church to which probably he does not 


belong. The poor Roman Catholies, after 
they have made great sacrifices in order to 
pay their own clergy, have further to pay 
the parson of the Established Church, and 
furthermore, they are called upon to 
augment to a certain extent the value of 
the advowsons. The ratepayers of London 
have good reason to feel that they are not 
being treated with anything like justice by 
hon. and right hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
The principle on which this Bill is based 
is “To him that hath more shall be 
given,” and giving less to the poor man 
than to the rich. If the Church of 
England is in need of funds, surely it is 
possible to do what was done by the 
Protestant Churchmen in Ireland. As 
soon as their endowment was practically 
taken away, the Irish Protestants put 
their hands into their pockets, and in 
most instances doubled the income of the 
parsons. We say it is the duty of the 
richest Church inthe country to do what 
is done every day by the Nc 1conformists. 
What we feel most keenly in London is 
that.those who belong to Nonconformist 
churches should be called upon to pay 
twice over, and out of all proportion to 
their means. 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Burghs): The hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down has 
spoken for a large urban constituency. I 
have been waiting in vain for any hon. 
Gentleman on the other side, a repre- 
sentative of a large urban constituency, to 
get up in his place and defend this Bill. 
This Bill is to some extent on the same 


| principle as the Agricultural Rating Act, 


under which London lost £400,000 a 
year. I would ask if the representatives 


|of London and the great urban con- 


stituencies are going to allow another 
vast amount of money to slip through 
their fingers, and to be paid in larger part 
to the rich clergy of the country. The hon. 
Member for Stroud said that this Amend- 


'mend, if passed, would be inconsistent 


Further- | 


more, it endows the rich landlord who | 


has been already relieved of the rates on 
agricultural property. 
is rated at an average of 6s. or 7s. in the 
£, and has the greatest difficulty 
making both ends meet. 


The shop-keeper | 


And yet this | for instance. 


with every principle of rating. Well, the 
Government which the hon. Gentleman 
supports have done many inconsistent 
things in the past, and there is no reason 
why they should not do another. Take 


in| the case of the Voluntary Schools Bill 


In that case they departed 


over-rated citizen, who works quite as hard | from every principle upon which public 
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schools had been treated before. 
put to the taxpayers of the 
country, anda plebiscite taken upon it, it 
would be found that 99 out of every 100 


if it were 


Tithe Lei ni Chara 


‘COMMONS} 


I believe 


would reject the Government proposal | Noes, 251. 
without the slightest hesitation. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, W.(Newc.-under-Lyme) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ashton, Thomas Gait 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert Hy. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W) 
Baker, Sir John 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, WwW conse m8 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. LeonardH. 
Crilly, Daniel 
Crombie, John \Villiam 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Dalziel, James He sei | 
Davies, M. Vaughan-( 
Davitt, Michae 3] 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, ¢ ee M. (Lanark) 
Due -kworth, James 
Dunn, Sir W ‘liam 
Edwards, Owen Morgan 
Ellis, John Edward 
Evans, SamuelT. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter(Derby Co.) 
Fowler, %t. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 
Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Kt. Hon.CharlesSeale- 


Cardigan 


Sir Charles 


Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Anson, Sir W illiam Reynell 
Archdale, } Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Jacoby, James 


' Barnes, Frederic ¢ 


AYES. 

ty yy C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Holland,Wm. HA York, W.R.) 
Horniman, Predaeiek John 
Humphrey-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Kay- Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, batty 
Lawson-SirWilfrid(Cumb land 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, DrM A(Queen’sC) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, Jolin Henry 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. J.W.(Yorks. ) 


Hedderwie 4 


| Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 


eevee Te" ——— 


Morgan, - ie (Carmarthen) 
Morgan, P. (Merthyr) 
Morley, ( Sharlae (Breconshire) 


Mo. ley, Rt Hon J. (Montrose) 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Ceeil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O’ Malle sy, William 
Palmer.SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 


NOES. 


Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGer: ald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 

Gorell 

| Barry, Sir FrancisT.(Windsor) 


The Committee divided : 
(Division List, No. 230.) 


| Smith, $ 


(Rafes) Bill. 


Question put. 


Ayes, 155; 


I 


Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG. A(Lanes,SW) 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs ( Yorks.) 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
{obertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Sinclair,Capt. John( Forfarsh.) 
Samuel (Flint) 


Souttar, shdaeun 


| Spicer, Albert 


Stanhope, Hon. P hilip J. 
Steadman, W illiam Charles 
Stevenson, Francis $. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips’ 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, a 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) 
Warner Tinenet? ourtenayT, 
W edderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, T homas Palmer 
Williams, Johnt ‘arvell( Notts.) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid,) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh N.) 


| ase mg caee gih nteaaa: 


Woods, Samuel 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘ Arthur 


Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
seach, Rt HnSir M. H. (Bristol 
Beach, W. W. Bramston (Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
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Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt.Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

3utcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W, 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clarke, Sir E. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cox, Irwin E. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir Horatio D.(Chat.) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder. Sir John P. 
Digby, J. K. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. SirWilliam Hart | 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(City of Lon) 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
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| Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
| Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
' Goschen, Rt. HnGJ(St George’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
; Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
| Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Colonel 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


| Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
| Hamilton,Rt.Hn. Lord George 


Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 


Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) , 


Hobhouse, Henry 


Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) | 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. Jaines HenryCecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeftreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 


| Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 


Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

kAmber, Henry 


| Knowles, Lees 


Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lecky, RtHn. William Edw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans. ) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 
Lowe, Francis William 


| Lowles, John 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L.(Edinburgh, W,) 
Malcolm, [an 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. WF. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


' Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
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Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 


| Milward, Colonel Victor 


Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon..J.Scott/ Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur HA (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon Sir H Stafford 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,R.(Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

tidley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chs. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 


| Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


tutherford, John 


| Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
| Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
| Savory, Sir Joseph 

| Seoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


Seton- Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 


| Simeon, Sir Barrington 

| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

| Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 


Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


| Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 


Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Sutherland, Sir Thomas 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (L’pool) | Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxfd Uni- 


Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 


| Tollemache, Henry James 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 

Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. Robert A.(Crewe) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C.E.(Kent 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wolff, Gustay Wilhelm 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B.Stuart- | Wyvill,Marmaduke D’Arey {| TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
Wyndham, George Young, Commander (Berks, 'E.) William Walrond and Mr, 
Wyndham-Quin, MajorW. H. | Younger, William Anstruther. 


*Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): I rise to ; same reward is not open to the country 
move the Amendment which stands in my clergyman. The deduction which might 
name, and I venture to think it is one be reasonably made for services in the 
which is well worthy the consideration of | case of the country parson cannot on the 
Her Majesty’sGovernment. The Amend-| same terms be made to a London parson, 
ment will have the effect of placing the | because he is specially paid for his 
Bill on all fours with the Agricultural | services. Therefore my hon. friend’s 
Rating Bill of 1896, of which it is said to Amendment is absolutely in conformity 
be the corollary. While the tithes from | with the only principle of this Bill, as 
agricultural land have fallen in value from | laid down by the hon. and_ learned 
100 to 68 per cent., urban tithes levied on Member for Stroud, when he asks that a 
land have increased in value. Moreover, distinction should be drawn between 
clergymen in country districts are depen- these two classes of clergymen. 
dent almost wholly upon the tithe, but the Mp. HARWOOD: I think the right 
clergy in towns are not so dependent, hon, Gentleman was not quite right in 
and do not require this relief. The in-| the impression that he gave the Com. 
come of the urban clergyman is derived mittee in regard to the difference between 
principally from pew rents, and he has the tithe on agricultural land and tithe 
many means of increasing his income if! on suburban land. There is really a 


he only does his duty. distinction between agricultural land and 
Amendment proposed— suburban land, and we are giving relief 


“In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘ rent- to the tithe-owners of agricultural land 
charge, to insert the words ‘derived from really because tithe has fallen in value, 
agricultural land.’”—(4ir. Nussey.) But the right hon. Gentleman knows that 

Question proposed, “That those words | the value of tithe on suburban land is 
be there inserted.” increasing all over the country. 


Mr. LONG: The hon. Gentleman fails| Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I think there 
to realise that whether the tithe rent- is very strong reason for supporting my 
charge arises out of agricultural land hon. friend’s Amendment. The bargain 
or not, the effect on the owner madein 1836 wasa bargain advantageousto 
is the same. The tithe rent-charge the tithe-owners; therefore my hon. friend 
in urban districts is governed by was right in saying that in towns where 
the same laws, the same conditions, as there has been no reduction in the tithe 
that derived from agricultural land, and the clergy are not entitled to this relief. 
its incidence is the same. Therefore T Mr. ASQUITH : Those who voted in 
see no reason for drawing a distinction fayour of the Amendment previously 
between the two classes of owners, jefore the House are logically bound to 
more especially as the Committee have | vote tor this. It is perfectly true that 
already decided in a most emphatic the yalue of £100 tithe rent-charge varies 
manner that it is undesirable to draw any according to how it is derived from the 
such distinction. land, but it is not on that account that 

Mr. McKENNA: I hardly think the we commend this Amendment. The 
right hon, Gentleman fully appreciates object of this Amendment, as I under- 
the very able and interesting speech of stand it, is to distinguish between 
the hon. Member who moved this Amend-  necessitous cases and those where there is 
ment. What is the principle of this Bill? no necessity at all. It is impossible to 
That tithe rent is certainly rateable, but | study the evidence before the Royal Com- 
that certain deductions should be made mission without coming to the conclusion 
in respect of services. There is a great that a real grievance was placed before 
distinction between the parson in the the Commission. That arose, I do not say 
country and the parson in the town. | the whole of it, but a great part, from the 
The parson in the town has direct re- Agrieultural Rating Act of 1896. It was 
muneration for his services by his pew | because the clergymen were left out of 
rents and Easter offerings, and in large | ‘that Act that they now come forward 
towns the ge agen can reward the|and claim this relief, and now say 
services of their ministers, But the|that they are assessed at a much 
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greater amount than they have ever been 
assessed before. I think they have a per- 
fectly genuine grievance in that respect. 
The Act was thoroughly unjust in 
its operation as between the different 
classes and the land itself. I have to pay 
additional rates in my rural parish 
because you have given this relief to the 
land. That is the state of things which 
we have got to deal with, and the effect 
of this Amendment is to give relief where 
the effect of the Agricultural Rating Act 
is to throw new and additional burdens 
on the clergy, and that is the ground on 
which I support it. 


Mr. LEWIS: There is one considera- 
tion which has not been dealt with in this 
discussion, and that is that in the case of 
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| honest and frank manner. 
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occasionally an hon. Gentleman gets up 
and nibbles a little, he will not swallow 
the bait and meet our arguments in an 
The difference 
between London and the country with 
regard to this question has been pointed 
out, but one thing which has not been dealt 
with, and which has always been urged by 
country clergymen, is that in a great many 
parishes there are no wealthy men and the 
clergyman has the Voluntary schools and 


the subscriptions to the blanket fund and 


urban districts where the land is covered | 


with houses no tithe rate ought to be 
charged at all. It is a great injustice 
that it should be charged, but it is, 
though not a single ear of corn grows 
upon the land nor is an animal fattened 
upon it. I do not think, however, that 
we should lessen any of those charges 
which have been properly made upon it. 
I observe from the remarks of the right 
hon. Gentleman that this Amendment is 
not brought forward on the ground that 
it is desirable to give to the clergy the 
same kind of relief given two years ago 
to the agricultural land. One ground 
after another upon which the Bill is 
defended is being given up, and we may 
soon find ourselves faced by a Bill which 
logically has not a leg to stand upon. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: My right hon. 
friend said that this was not a question 
of necessity but of justice. He puts it 
this way, that these unfortunate clergy 
for about fifteen centuries had been pay- 
ing more than they were entitled to do. 
My only surprise is that the right hon. 
Gentleman did not suggest that they 
should have compensation for the amount 
which they had paid during that time. I 
listened with attention to my hon. friend 
who moved the Amendment, and when 
he commenced [ had an open mind, but 
he thoroughly convinced me, and nobody 
on the other side has dared to tackle the 
Amendment. The object of this House 
is not only to pass legislation, the country 
expects these questions to be thoroughly 
thrashed out. 
fishers trying to angle the arguments of 
hon, Gentlemen ‘opposite, and though 


We are in the position of | 


so on thrown upon his own hands ; but 
that is not so with regard to the urban 
clergy. If we accept the Minister of 
Agriculture as spokesman, who tells us 
we ought in justice to restore what the 
clergy have been deprived of all these 
centuries, we should not vote for this 
Amendment. 


Mr. J. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, 
W.): There is a clear distinction between 
the case of the minister in the country 


and the clergyman in the town. In the 
country the clergyman is dependent 


almost, if not quite, entirely upon the 
tithe. Ido not think this is the case 
with the clergyman in the towns. Owing 
to their different surroundings they can- 
not live wholly on the tithes. In the 
case of London, a few clergymen will 
obtain this relief simply because they 
happen to be parish clergymen, and there- 
fore entitled to receive tithe, but by far 
the greater number of clergymen, who are 
in charge of voluntary churches, will not 
receive any relief whatever. Upon that 
practical ground I support the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. LOGAN: My hon. friend below 
me has put me in rather a difficult posi- 
tion, because before I heard him I thought 
it would be a good thing to put the whole 
burden on those living in towns, in order 
that it might waken people up as to the 
doings of the present Government. But, 
having listened to my hon. friend, I shall 
support his Amendment, because if it is 
passed I think it will minimise the evils 
of this Bill. 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : 
I shall also vote for this Amendment, 
although I think it might have been put 
in a different form. I think it will even- 
tually come all right. It is not a question 


/so much of where the tithe comes from, 
i but where it goes to, and it should go to 
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the clergy who derive 
the land. This Amendment will exclude | 
the clergymen of the towns, no doubt, 
but I would much rather that it should | 
have been worded in a manner 


would have made it direct than in the | 
letter from squires, landowners, farmers, 


'or even labourers, asking me to vote for 


indirect way in which it at present 
stands. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am sorry 


the Government cannot accept this 
Amendment, because this proposal was 
placed in the forefront of the argument 
that as the landowners had received relief 
the tithes should receive the same. There 
was not a witness who gave evidence 
before the Royal Commission who did not 
not base his proposal on that principle. 
The proposal to extend the relief to all 
titheowners in town as well as in country, 
whatever the basis of the ownership of 
the tithe might be, goes beyond the case 
which had been made out by the Com- 
mission on Local Taxation, and beyond 
the fair interpretation of the recommen- 
dations of that Commission. There is no 
proof of any demand being made before 
the Commission for relief on behalf of 
clergymen who derived their tithe from 
property other than agricultural land, 
and I challenge hon. Gentlemen opposite 
to produce any. Is it fair that the com- 
munity should be taxed in order to benefit 
the urban clergy,who have never even com- 
plained or made out in any way that they 
had a grievance? In the urban districts 
the Church is enormously rich. There 
was « Bill down from the House of Lords 
with regard to one diocese in Manchester, 
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their income from | 


where some property of the church was | 


sold, and the price obtained for that pro- 


perty was so large that the bishops and | 
archbishops in the House of Lords came | 


to the conclusion that it was too large to 
dlivide between the four canons, and they 
appropriated some to the other cathedral 
clergy. The property of the clergy in 
towns has increased enormously in value, 
owing to the increase of population in the 
towns and the industry of the population, 
and it is most unfair to tax those people 
for the benefit of clergy who are already 
deriving great advantages from the urban 
communities. 
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*Mr. PERKS: I shall support this 
Amendment. Many of my constituents 


are people who have been called in this 
‘debate Churchmen, me: ming merely 


which | Anglican Churchmen, and it is a curious 


fact. that I have not received a single 


this Bill. I can quite conceive the hon. 
Members representing urban districts 
having had appeals made to them to vote 
for it, but none have come to me. One 
thing might be suggested in support of 
the Bill, but it has not been, namely, that 
this money is being given for services 
rendered. That argument might make 
the Bill more attractive to the farmer and 
the labourer, who might feel that they, out 
of their small incomes, were relieving the 
Anglican clergy. I think this Bill should 
be limited to those clergy who derived 
their income from agricultural land. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS: I also 
support this Amendment. Ido so on the 
ground that as this really is a Clergy 
Relief Bill, the relief should be limited to 
those who really need it. 

Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): There is one very good reason why 
this Amendment should be carried, and 
that is, if it is carried it will reduce the 
amount which the Government proposes 
to give the clergy under this Bill. It 
because the Government 


is no reason, 
gave the landlords something to which 


they were not entitled, that they should 
not have been consistent, and give the 


parsons something as well. They did 
not do so, and it is only natural 


that the parsons should now ask for this 
relief. I do not agree with what the 
Church teaches, though many devout men 


that I know do; and if you allow the 
working men to look upon a_ certain 


number of the clergy as mere mendicant 
friars, you will not increase their respect 
for the Church itself. I support the 
Amendment because I believe the Bill is 
a bad Bill from beginning to end, and 
anything which reduces its evils must be 
good. 

Question put. 

The Committee divided : 
Noes, 181. (Division List, No. 


Ayes, 98 
231.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
| Billson, Alfred 


Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 


Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 


Cawley, Frederick 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Davitt, Michael 
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Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir C. | 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Owen Morgan 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. John 
Gold, Charles 

Gourley, SirEdwardTemperley 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holland, Win. H.(York,W.R.) 
Horniman, Frederick Jolm 
Humphreys- Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley)! 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swans. ) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt HnSirU 
Kilbride, Denis 


Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, ¢ — J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, J ames (Walworth) 
Baird, John George A. 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. (Man’r | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.G. W.(Leeds) 
Barnes, — Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M. H.( Bristol 
a W. W. BB. (Hants.) 
Bethell, ¢ — 
Biewood, James 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Boustield, William Robert | 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 


Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, Jolin George 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William = | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G.W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavins Le igh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Cook, F. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. Rt. (Hereford) 
Cornwallis, F. Stanley W. 
Cox, Irwin E. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh 
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Lambert, George 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell,Dr.M. A.(Qu’n’sC 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Morgan, J. Lioyd(Carmarthen 
Morgan, W. Pritchard(Merth’r 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, 'T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickerseill, Edward Hare 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James 


NOES. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. 
shew Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Rebert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
i lower, Ernest 
Foster, Colonel (Laneaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, Wim. Jolinson 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, HnA.G.H. (Cityof Lond. 
Gibbs,Hon. Vicary(St. Albans 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Rt HnG.J.(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Tr 


Hubert V. 
Hart 


| 
ttLer 
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Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighis.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 


. 


Sehwann, Charles E. 


| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
| Souttar, Robinson 
| Spicer, Albert 


| Jolliffe, Hon. 


Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Jolin L. (Leeds, 5.) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, Jolin (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. H.( Middlesbrough) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Mr. Nussey and Mr. God- 
dard. 


Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Holland,Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Houston, R. P. 
Howard, Joseph 
Howell, oe Tudor 
Hozier, Hn. James HenryCecil 
Hubbard, Hon. E velyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
H. George 
Kennaway,lt Hon Sir John H 
Kenyon, ‘ames 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Lafone, Alfred 
Laurie, Lieut. -(ieneral 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn (Swan.) 
pene nny! Lt.-Col. A. R 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
imac William 
Macartney, W. Ellison 
Massey- iearviadhie Hn. W.F 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey- Thompson Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurHA (Deptford) | 
Mount, William George 
Murray, RtHnA. Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington | 
Pender, Sir James 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes. Newton 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym,:C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 


Mr. LAMBERT: The Amendment | 
which I have to propose raises rather an 
important point, and it seems to me that 
a great deal of confusion exists in regard 
to this matter. In reply to a question, 
the right hon. Gentleman said that 


Seton-Karr, 


Stanley, 
Stock, James 


“it was not correct to say that the sum was 
generally added in respect of rates. It was 
only added where the rates had been pre- 
viously paid by the tithe-payerand not by the | 
tithe-owner. 


If that were true, that would show that 
this had been added in respect of rates 
only in a very few cases. I must, how- 
ever, quote against the right hon. Gentle- 
man the evidence given before the Royal 
Commission on Agriculture by the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Agriculture (Mr. | 
Elliott). In answer to a question by Mr. 
Little : 

“No. 39,058. Would it be right, do you 
think, to say that the large majority of the 
cases were those where rates had been paid 
by the tithe-payer?” 


Mr. Elliott replied : 


“| think a very large proportion un- 
doubtedly fall into that category.” 


He also stated : 


“It seems to have been a very general prac- 
tice for the tithe- “payer to pay the rates 
instead of the tithe-owner.’ 


Therefore the answer of the right hon. 


Gentleman conveyed somewhat of a wrong 


impression when he said that it was not 
correct that a sum was generally added in 
respect of rates, because Mr. Elliott states 
that it must have been the general 
practice. 


Mr. LONG : I did not intend to mean 
by that answer that the sum added in 
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| Ritchie,Rt.Hon.Chs.Thomson | Tollemache, Henry James 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Round, James 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Samuel, Harry 8.(Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. T. Myles 
Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh. | Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Simeon, Sir Barrington | 
Sinclair, Louis (R omford) 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Lord (Lanes. ) 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thorburn, Walter | Mr. 
Thornton, Perey M. | 


(Rates) Biil. 384 


V: alentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, poe -Col. C.E. — 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. c. 

W harton, Rt. Hon. John L leva 
Williains, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jos. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 


Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, “Major W.#H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks,E.) 


— FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Anstruther. 


Henry 


respect of rates was only in a few cases. 
The hon. Member referred only to a 
particular sum. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I think that hon, 


| Members will agree with me that Mr. 


Elliott’s evidence shows that the tithe- 
payer pays the rates, and not the tithe- 
'owner. My contention is that a very 
large sum was added to the composition 
| paid by the tithe-payer to the tithe-owner, 
and paid by the tithe-owner in the shape 
of rates. I think it is quite clear, from 
the evidence given before the Royal Com- 
mission on Local Taxation, that it was a 
very general practice that money was 
added for the payment of tithes. This 
morning I received—as I have no doubt 
many other hon. Members did—a com- 
| munication from the Tithe Rent-charge 
‘Owners Union, which professes to deal 
with this subject. It says: 

“There is abundant and indisputable evi- 
| dence that, so far from having anything added 
| to the tithe in 1836, the reverse was, in fact, 

| the case in a very large number of instances.” 
I cannot understand why a gentleman in 
| the position of the secretary to the union 
| should have thought it right to endeavour 
‘to mislead the Members of this House in 
| this matter, for these statements are mis- 
leading if the figures which have appeared 
in the public Press—notably in the Daily 
News—are correct. It was stated in the 
Press that there were 4,784 cases dealt 
with, and out of this total no less than 
4,743 tithe-owners had their incomes in- 
creased at the time of commutation, and 
only forty-one had their incomes de- 
creased, and twenty-five of these incum- 
bents whose incomes were reduced 
averaged about £12 apiece. Therefore I 
contend that the Tithe Rent-charge 
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Owners’ Union know perfectly well that 
they have a very bad case indeed when 
they endeavour to mislead the House 
with facts of this nature before us. The 
amount that was added for the rates was 
a considerable sum indeed. It is very 
difficult to get at the precise amount 
which was added, but I will quote the 
evidence given by Mr. Alfred De Bock 
Porter, the secretary to the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners, which owns £300,000 a 
year tithes in every county. In answer 
to a question he said : 


“1 have taken four parishes in Northumber- 
land, four in each Riding of Yorkshire, six in 
Nottinghamshire, six in Suffolk, six in Glou- 
cestershire, six in Bedford, six in Sussex, six 
in Denbigh and Flint, and six in Glamorgan, 
and I have made a summary of them. From 
this summary it would appear that,taking these 
cases, the composition payable by the tithe- 
payer at the time of commutation amounted 
in the aggregate to £24,512, the rates which 
were also paid by the tithe-payer (the parson 
having his income net) were £5,708; those 
two added together made £30,220, and I find 
that the rent-charge allotted on the aggregate 
to all those was £30,751 or about £500 more. 
The average rate over the whole taken at the 
time of commutation on that group of rent- 
charges was 4s. 7jd. in the £, whereas in 
1894-5 according to the Local Government 
Board they were 2s. 44d. The average of the 
old rates at the time of commutation came to 
about 5s. in the £.” 


Therefore, they were commuted at that 
price. If these figures are corréet which 
have appeared in the public Press it 
means that no less than £244,569 was 
added to the tithe-owners’ income for the 
payment of rates. As regards the rates 
payable to-day the right hon, Gentleman 
estimates the amount by which the tithe- 
owners will be affected by this Bill at 
£175,000. I may he told that all tithe- 
owners are treated alike, but if that be so, 
it makes the case for the Bill all the worse. 
The right hon. Gentleman puts the total 
affected by this Bill at £2,412,000, but if 
we take Mr. De Bock Porter’s figures as 
accurate it would work out at £602,000 
which the clergy were paid for rates at 
the time of the commutation in 1836, and 


that shows how much the clergy have | 


benefited by the reduction, seeing that at 
the present moment they only pay 
£175,000. These commutations were 
enormous in many cases, I have read 


the evidence given by one of the Members | 


for Dorsetshire, which shows that, in 
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comes to a very large extent indeed. He 


Says : 


“In the above thirteen parishes on an actual 
tithe of £5,174 nv less than £1,926, or 374 per 
cent., was overpaid in 1893.” 


Now, that £1,926 was added to the tithe- 
owners’ income, which was not paid in rates 
in 1893 because the rates have decreased. 
I think that is the evidence of a gentle- 
man who will be aecepted on the other 
side, because he has made a special study 
of this question. The right hon. Gentle- 
man stated that it was a very great hard- 
ship indeed to the tithe-payers that they 
had to pay this enormous burden which 
was added through the rates being com- 
muted. I have a case here which I think 
is a very striking one. There is a parish 
in Buckinghamshire where upon £1,500 
the owner has to pay no less a sum than 
£347 for rates. I think that is a very 
large sum indeed. At the present 
moment if that gentleman pays rates at 
2s. 6d. in the £ he will pay £125, 
whereas at the time of commutation he 
paid £347, which was added to his income 
for the payment of rates. Therefore, he 
has been receiving £222 for the payment 
of rates during the whole of the years 
which have elapsed since the tithes were 
commuted. I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man is it fair or right that, after the tithe 
has been commuted on so high a scale, 
and after such an enormous amount has 
been added to it for the purpose of pay- 
ing rates, you should now come to the 
general ratepayers of the country to ask 
them to pay these rates over again? Iam 
sure that if the right hon. Gentleman will 
only apply his mind to this question, he 
must see that this is an undoubted case of 
hardship, and I would ask him whether 
he thinks that such a state of affairs will 
commend this Bill to the rural ratepayer. 
There are many towns where the 
ratepayers pay extraordinarily high rates 
for their houses, and it is a notorious fact 
that many public improvements are 
stopped in many of our great towns be- 
cause of the fear of putting up the rates, 
and yet the Government are actually 
taking this money from these already 
overburdened ratepayers to pay half these 


_ rates which had a large sum added to them 


at the time of commutation. It seems to 
me that the right hon. Gentleman is doing 
the very worst thing he could in the 


many cases, sums were added to the in- | interests of the Church. (Mr. Long: No, 
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no.”) I should like to give the right hon. 
Gentleman a few instances from his own 
County of Essex where there are now 
tithes paid to the extent of 7s. an acre. 
I say that this is a clear case that the 
amount was added to the tithe-owners’ 
income, and now the right hon. Gentleman 
comes to the ratepayers again and asks 
them to pay another half of these rates. 
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| tween the net tithe receivable and the 
| total sum only affected the tithe-owner, 
'It made no difference to the tithe-payer 
| whether he paid the money to the tithe- 
owner or to the rate collector, for he had 
already made an agreement with the 
tithe-owner by which he had agreed to 
act, as it were, as his agent and to pay 
the rates. 


I trust to the right hon. Gentleman’s own | 


sense of fairness to accept this Amend- 


ment, and not let it go forth to the| 


country that it is a reproach to the Gov- 
ernment that they brought ina Bill which 
practically makes the tithe-payer pay the 
rates of the clergy twice over. | am sure 
that if the right hon. Gentleman will 
give attention to the matter he will see 


that my Amendment is not only in the | 
interest of the ratepayer, but also in the | 


interest of the tithe-owner, and I feel sure 


that nothing will stir up hostility to the | 


Church more than the injustice which 
will be done if this Amendment is not 
accepted. I beg to move 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘ rent- 
charge,’ to insert the words ‘which had no 
addition at the time of commutation as an 
equivalent of rates and taxes.’”—(Mr. 
Lambert.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. LONG: If the 
accepted it will defeat what the Commis- 
sioners, who carried out the Tithe Com- 
mutation Act of 1836, laid down as being 
the main object. of the Act. They indi- 
cated quite clearly that their object 
was to make the position of both parties 
the same, both with regard to that period 
and the future. The hon, Gentleman 
has told us that a large sum was added 
to the tithe in order to meet the rates, 
and I gathered from his concluding re- 
marks that it had come from the tithe- 
payers, but it is a complete delusion to 
say that that sum came out of the pocket 


Amendment. is} 


Mr D, A. THOMAS: The rates were 
provided for. 


Mr. LONG: No; that is not so. The 
object of the addition in such cases was, 
as the Commissioners said, that in both 
cases, whether the tithe-owner paid the 
rates or not, the ultimate settlement 
should give him the gross amount to 
which he was entitled before. The Com- 
| Missioners say : 
| “Cireumstances connected with the pay- 
ment of parochial rates may occasionally 
form a ground for applications to increase or 
diminish the sum named by the great amount 
of composition on rates. We understand the 
main object of the Tithes Commutation Act is 
| to perpetuate in the form of tithe rent-charge 

the same thing the parties themselves have 
| treated as tithes during the seven years 
previous to Christmas 1835, with the exception 
of certain speeified eases and subject to a 
variation in all to the extent of one-fifth of 
the whole of such sums. While doing this it 
is also the purpose of the Act to put on the 
| same footing the tithe-owners who have paid 
their own parochial rates and the tithe-owners 
whose rates have heen paid for them by the 
tithe-payers, and therefore in two parishes in 
both of which tithes have been treated as 
worth £600, the tithe-owner in one has received 
£600 and paid his own rates and in the other 
the tithe-owner has received £400 and £200 has 
been paid for him as rates, that £200 must be 
added to the £400 to make up the tithe-owner's 
real average and put him on a footing with his 
neighbour.” 


| 


To draw a distinction between them now 
would be to do a great injustice to those 
who received an addition in order simply 
to put them on a level with those from 
whose tithe no deduction had been made. 
In the circumstances [ hope the Com- 
mittee will resist the Amendment. 


of the tithe-payer. Previous to the passing | 


of the Commutation Act many people 
had arrived at an arrangement, and in 
some cases the tithe-owner included in his 
private arrangement a stipulation that 
the tithe-payer should pay the rates 
and pay the balance left over to 
the tithe- owner. The difference —be- 


Mr. Lambert 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I am 
| not disposed to quarrel with the statement 
of the right hon. Gentleman as to what 
took place at the time of the Commu- 
tation Act, but I want to examine the 
_ principle of the Bill. First of all, I was 
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very glad to hear from the right hon. 
Gentleman the admission that what the 
tithe-owner was entitled to was not the 
whole of the tithe, but the composition. 
The composition was the tithe less the 
rates. ‘Taking the gross tithe to be £100 
and the rates £20, the right hon. Gentle- 
man has now admitted that all the tithe- 
owner is entitled to was £80. 


Mr. LONG: TI said nothing of the 
kind. Iam sorry to interrupt the right 
hon. Gentleman, but--— 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: You 


did not mean that. 


I have endeavoured to 
what I meant was 
was entitled to 


Mr. LONG: 
make it clear that 
that the tithe-owner 
£100. 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: Would 
the right hon. Gentleman let me see the 
Report ? The Report of the Commissioners 
distinctly states that what the tithe-owner 
got was the composition arrived at by 
private arrangement with the tithe-payer. 
[am sorry to say that I am old enough 
to remember the time when the tenth 
sheaf was taken out of the field. That of 
course was where there was no compo- 
sition. Now I will take it that the rates at 
that time were £20 out of £100, and the 
tithe-owner, agreeing with the landowner, 
consequently got £80. That was the 
net tithe, which was his property. Then 
came the Commutation Act, which was per- 
fectly fair, which added to his income the 
amountof the rates in order thatthe clergy- 
man should pay them. The fallacy which 
lay at the root of this whole question is the 
belief on the part of the clergy that they 
were always.entitled to the £100 without 
deduction. Wedo not understand that 
before commutation they were only 
entitled to the net tithe, whether they 
compounded or not. It is an entire 
fallacy to suppose that they had any hard- | 
ships in this matter as it has worked 
out. That is material to the claim of jus- 
tice. They are better off than they were | 
before commutation, because, the rate 
being less, therefore the net tithe was | 
greater, so far from being a grievance. 
They arein a better position than they were | 
supposing at the time of the commutation 
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' the rate was 5s., 


| which there was no addition. 
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and it is now 2s. 6d. ; 
they are 20 per cent. better off. The right 
hon. Gentleman (Mr. Long) nods his 
head, but in that case what is the mean- 
ing of the Bill? The right hon. Gentle- 
man has spoken with great accuracy and 
frankness, but his speech is a condemna- 
tion of the Bill. The fact that the rate 
has fallen was a great compensation for 
the fact that the tithe rent-charge had 
fallen. The fact is that the Bill is based 
on a complete misapprehension of the 
whole case. The Government ought to 
look at the real facts and know what they 
are. The alteration in the rates is one of 
the most material elements in the pro- 
blem. It seems to me that the right hon. 
Gentleman has proved that there is no 


foundation for this reform of rating. 


THE FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manches- 
ter): I do not know on what principle the 
right hon. Gentleman manages his own 
private affairs in connection with rating, 
or whether he considers it an adequate 
consolation for losing 30 per cent. of his 
income that his rates should be diminished 
by one-half at the same time, which is 
the consolation he offered to the clergy. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: I spe- 
cially guarded myself from including the 
consideration of the fall in the rent-charge, 
but I alluded to it because the Govern- 
ment declared that that has nothing what- 
ever to do with their Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T would only 
point out to the Committee that whatever 
other merits the speech of the rigat hon. 
Gentleman might have, it is not addressed 
to the Amendment before the House. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: It was 
addressed to the Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It might 
have been addressed to the Bill at large, 
but not to the Amendment. The hon. 
Member opposite moved an Amendment 
in which he endeavoured to draw a distine- 
tion between the case of the tithe rent- 
charge to which there wasan addition at 
the time of the commutation and of that to 
There is 
really not a single argument in the speech 
of the right. hon. Gentleman which dealt 
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With that distinction, and therefore the 
support the right hon. Gentleman has 
given to the Amendment is very slight 
and scant. The right hon. Gentleman 
said the whole root of the difficulty of the 
Bill and the grievance of which the clergy 
complain, is that they think they 
are entitled to the full tithe rent- 


charge without deductions. I can 
only say I have never heard any 
clergyman, however  solicitous of the 


rights of his order, put forward a con- 
tention so preposterous as that. The 
only contention I have heard put forward 
by the clergy is that they possess for 
services rendered a rateable property, that 
they desire that that property should be 
rated on equitable terms, and that the 
terms on which they were rated at the 
present time were not equitable. The 
right hon. Gentleman knows far too 
much about the subject to be dragged into 
the vulgar fallacy of supposing that there 
was no claim properly to be urged by the 
clergy on account of the private arrange- 
ment which they made before the com- 
mutation period with regard to the pay- 
ment of rates. When that commutation 
was made all those private arrangements 
were swept away, and what was put in 
their place was this—that the clergy were 
to be entitled to the whole of the tithe 
rent-charge, subject to the rates, that 
might properly be paid upon the account 
of that property. On that arrangement 
the right hon. Gentleman seems to base 
the contention that any reform of an 
injustice, if injustice there was, is quite 
impossible. Are hon. Members prepared 
to say that because these inequitable rates 
have been levied for ten or twenty years 
or for a generation or two, therefore no 
reform can be claimed by the persons who 
are paying these rates! Such a conten- 
tion it is quite impossible to maintain, 
and the distinction which it is attempted 
to draw between two kinds of clerical 
tithe-owners is an impossible, illogical, 
and unhistorical distinction. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. Gentle- 
man has unconsciously given away the 
case against the Bill; he has admitted 
that the state of things left at the time of 
the Commutation Act was that the clergy 
in respect of the tithe rent-charge were 
to be entitled to the proceeds of the tithe, 
subject to the payment of the rates. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of a rate. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Let us know what we are fighting about. 
The clergy in 1836 who paid rates re- 
ceived only that amount of the tithe which 
remained after the rates had been paid. 
That is admitted by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman. Whether they compounded or 
did not, they received the residue of the 
tithe. For what do they receive it now ! 
Exactly the same thing. Therefore where 
is their grievance as compared with 1836 1 
There would be a grievance if the rates 
had greatly risen in the meantime, but 
instead of rising they have fallen. That 
has besn proved over and over again. 
So why is it that the clergy have less 
comfortable incomes now than then? If 
it is so it is because of the fall in the 
prices of agricultural produce, which has 
brought down the value of tithe rent- 
charge. That is not dealt with in this 
Bill and is not the ground of the Bill. If 
the ground of the Bill had been charity 
and mercy, as we thought it was—it was 
the only conceivable ground that we 
could imagine—there would be some 
cause for our compassionate consicera- 
tion whether we should meet it or not on 
the plea of a reduction in their incomes 
owing to the fall in prices. But, no, the 
Bill is put forward to remedy an in- 
justice. Where is the injustice as com- 
pared witn 18367 You have to go 
behind 1836 to find the injustice you 
seek to amend. But do you amend it ! 
If the law of rating was unfair let us 
alter the law ; but we leave the law of 
rating as it is, and we are to pick out 
from all the incomes derivable from land, 
directly or indirectly, in the way of 
rental or rent-charge, a particular part of 
that rental which came to the beneficed 
clergymen, and we are to say these are to 
receive a dole or gift out of the benefi- 
cence of Parliament, and all the other 
holders will receive nothing at all. The 
Bill is not a solution or an amendment, 
or founded on any claim of justice. The 
claim of mercy has been repudiated, and 
it is out of the mouth of the right hon. 
Gentleman himself that evidence has 
come that that is not the case. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: As I under- 
stand, the right hon. Gentleman the First 


| Lord of the Treasury bases his argument 
{ 
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entirely and solely upon the fact that the | 
value of the tithe rent-charge is diminished 
by 50 percent. But the hon, Member for 
Stroud has told us that this Bill has been | 
introduced to remedy the iniquity arrived 
at in the year 1836. Now, the arrange- 
ment of 1836 has been regarded even by 
tithe owners as not merely equitable, but 
as advantageous. The right hon. the | 
First Lord of the Treasury said that it 
was quite inequitable that rates should be 
levied upon this class of property. 


{10 Juty 1899} 
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any deduction therefrom on account of any 


| Parliamentary, parochial, county, or other 


rates, charges, and assessments to which tithes 


} are liable; and whenever the tithes shall 


have been demised or compounded for, on the 


| principle of the rent or age being paid 


free from all such rates, charges, and assess- 
ments, or any part thereof, the Commissioners 
are to regard that circumstance, and to make 


| such addition on account thereof as shall be 


an equivalent. A regard to this circumstance 
was, in fact, very generally necessary, and in 
most of the agricultural parishes the valuation 
of tithes had always proceeded upon the prin- 
cipal of deducting from the amount to be paid 
the estimated amount of the rate; and this 


| latter, being retained by the occupier, was a 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Everybody ad- | 
mits that tithe is a rateable property. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: Then there 
is no injustice at all, even though the 
clergy have got to pay rather more than 
they expected. I commend to the right 
hon. Gentleman, very respectfully, an 
answer given by Mr. De Bock Porter, 
Secretary of the Ecclesiastical Com- 
mission, who said, ‘“ My view is that, on 
the whole, tithe commutation was a 
wonderfully equitable arrangement.” 
The right hon. Gentleman said it was 
inequitable; then I do not understand the | 
Bill. If it were equitable in 1836, why 
do you wish to alter it now? And if it 
were inequitable, what about Mr. De 
Bock Porter? Anyone who has studied 
the references to the Act of 1836 must 
acknowledge that it is perfectly clear 
that in cases where there was composition, | 
not only very fair sums, but large sums 
were added to the tithe rent-charge, and | 
an extraordinary sum was added in| 
respect of the rates. Take the case, for 
instance, of the parish of King’s Haven. | 
The tithe composition amounted to 
£1,370, and the rates paid by the land- 
lord to £146, a total of £1,500. But the | 
tithe rent-charge was commuted at £1,755, 
or an addition over the rates and compo- 
sition of £255. What was that addition 
for? If you are seeking to relieve these 
people, tell us what reason there was for 
adding that large sum of £255 over and 
above the composition and rates. The 
truth is, that the clergyman made arrange- 
ments to accept a certain lower sum than 
the tithe when the rates had to be paid 
by the tenant on the farm. There is a 
very interesting passage which I would | 
quote from a very learned book dealing 
with this subject— 

‘ The Commissioners are directed to esti- 
mate the value of the tithes without making | 


compensation to him for the larger amount 


/of rate assessed upon the land held by 


him, in consequence of no rate being 
actually paid upon the tithes. This 
system, although irregular and_ informal, 


was probably found convenient, and worked no 
injustice, so long as the parish was entirely 
agricultural, and nothing rated but the land. 
But in parishes partly agricultural and partly 
manufacturing, or where large houses were 
subjected to a heavy portion of the rate, the 
injustice and inconvenience of such a system 
were obvious, for the land thereby enjoyed a 
benefit to which it was not properly entitled, 
there being nothing to compensate the house- 
holder and manufacturer for the increased 
amount of rate which they had to pay in con- 
sequence of the exemption of the tithe. The 
system, nevertheless, continued to be very 
common up to the time of the commutation of 
the tithes ; somuch so, that in many instances 
the liability of the tithe to the payment of any 
rates had been overlooked or forgotten, and 


| many of the parochial agreements first made 


and sent to the Commissioners contained no 
notice of or provision for the rates, and were 
consequently returned by them, in order that 


| the sum equivalent to the rates might be added. 


The rent-charge now payable instead of the 
tithe is to be subject to all Parliamentary, 
parochial, and other rates, charges, and assess- 
ments, in like manner as the tithes commuted 
from such rent-charge have theretofore been 
subject.” 


And then the author goes on to say :— 
“As a proposition of law, we cannot 
assert now ” that services ought to be de- 
ducted, or that it is “a fact deducible 
from scientific axioms too clear for con- 
troversy.” 


“That discussion we purposely decline, pre- 
ferring to say merely that Rex +. Joddrell does 
not convince us that there was any difference 
in the legal liabilities of the tithe-owner and 
the occupier of land. If any case should arise 
in which the facts show that the rule, though 
formally applied according to the statute, which 
work injustice to the tithe-owner, there will 
be no more difficulty in relieving him than in 
relieving one landowner as against another. 


| But the facts of this ease call for no such in- 


terposition. It is now, therefore, clearly 
settled that there is no difference between tithe 
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or tithe rent-charge, and any other heredita- | known exactly what he is doing ; and 
ments in their relative liabilities to be rated ; | there can be no injustice in maintaining 


but that tithe and tithe rent-charge are 
to be rated upon an estimate of their net | the agreement into which he has entered, 


annual value.” 
| 
| 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I propose 


Now, the book from which I have ‘ : 
‘enti quoting is “A Practical Treatise | 0 Vote against the Amendment. After 


on the Law relating to the Church and | 8 going fully into the matter, I am 
Clergy,” by Henry Ww illiam Cripps, M.A., bound to say I cannot see that any 
Q.C., late Fellow of New College, Oxford, ‘distinction can be drawn between 
Recorder of Lichfield, and Chancellor of those owners of tithe rent-charge and 
the Diocese of Oxford, for whose views their successors who had no addition 
upon the matter, as a lawyer, we have the , made in 1836, as an equivalent of rates, 
utmost respect, when not tainted by and those who had such addition made to 
political surroundings, or by his extra- | the tithe rent-charge. _My contention is 
ordinary position on the Royal Commis- that the Tithe Commissioners provided 
ti ; for all the rates that were paid in 1836 
or to be paid, and that is a very strong 
reason why we should not reduce the 
Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen) : rates on the tithe rent-charge by one-half, 
The right hon. Gentleman the Leaderof the as proposed by the Bill. 
House said that the tithe-ownerin 1836 was 
inequitably dealt with. That very likely 
might have justified bringing in this Bill, *Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.) 
at that time, but I cannot see how it asked how the mover of the Amendment 
justifies the Bill of the present day. | could discriminate between the man who 
Every clergyman of to-day has accepted | paid his own property tax, receiving £150 
his tithe rent-charge for services he is_| from his tenant, and another whose tenant 
going to render, knowing exactly how | paid £5 property tax for him and handed 
much rates he would have to pay on that him only £145! The discrimination 
tithe rent-charge, and therefore it is no' seemed to him absolutely untenable. 
injustice that they should be called upon He differed also with the right honourable 
to pay the rates. I cannot conceive of Member for West Monmouth, who had 
any instance of a clergyman who in 1836 | argued that by the Commutation Act the 
did not at the time of commutation have an | tithe owner had benefited by the fall in 
addition made as an equivalent of the rates. Tithe owners had benefited just 
rates and taxes. It is quite true that in | as all other ratepayers, neither more nor 
some instances the clergymen themselves less, but the benefit did not aecrue from 
paid the rates. But in these cases the the Commutation Act. That Act  pro- 
tithe rent-charge was immediately in- | vided that if the rates on a tithe of £100 
creased by the amount of the rates. In amounted to £20, then the owner re- 
other cases where other people paid the rates | ceived only £80, but clearly if the rates 
it was sometimes against the clergyman, | fell to £10, it would be £90 that the 
and sometimes very much in his favour ; | tithe owner would be entitled to receive 
but in the end he succeeded in getting from the tithe-payer. 
the best of it when the tithe rent-charge 
was commuted. I venture to think that 
when this Amendment is carried, there) *Mr. MOULTON: I think that those 
will not be a single person in the whole | who have heard the Debate will come to 
of Great Britain who will be entitled to | the conclusion that this is one of the most 
claim that half his rates shall be paid | valuable Amendments introduced, because 
by somebody other than himself. I am_ it has drawn three admissions either from 
so satisfied of that that if the Amendment the right hon. Gentleman in charge of the 
is carried I could not oppose the Billany | Bill or from the Leader of the House. 
more. Iam_ perfectly certain that there | The first one is this. The right hon. 
are not twenty clergymen in the country | Gentleman in charge of the Bill not only 
who will be able to get anything out of | admitted, but argued, that the sole func. 
the Bill at all. Every clergyman who, | tion of the Tithe Commissioners was to 
since 1836, has taken a living i in which he estimate the gross tithe, so that it migh, 
is to be paid by tithe rent-charge has | be put into the hands of the tithe-ow ners 


Mr. Samuel Evans, 
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He was obliged to take up that position, 
because the hon. Member who moved the 
Amendment pointed out that certain 


tithe-owners got not only the rates and the | 
tithe, but subsequent additions, and there- | 
fore he pointed out that that which guided 


the Commissioners in all cases was the 


intention to put the gross tithe in the | 


hands of the tithe-owner. We quite agree 
with that. We quite agree that the addi- 
tions which were made in certain cases 
were for the purpose of remedying any 
inequalities which might arise from a 
private arrangement that had existed 
before the Tithe Commutation, so that all 
tithe-owners alike should be in possession 
of the gross tithe. Then the Leader of 
the House came on the scene, and he 
admitted that the person who took 
the whole of the tithe commutation 
(whether layman or clergyman) took it 
subject to the payment of the rates ; and 
finally there came the admission of the 
right hon. Member in charge of the 
Bill, that those rates had fallen. 
Therefore, putting these three admissions 
together, we have this—that the Tithe 
Commissioners gave to every tithe-owner 
the complete gross tithe which he took 
on terms of paying the rate, and that 
rate had fallen. If you put these three 
things together, and hunt for the in- 
justice, it occurs to me that you will 
take some time to find it. That tithe, 
which fluctuated with the price of agri- 
cultural produce, and which was meant 
so to fluctuate, is less burdened by rates 
than it then was. What I want to know 
is whether, after these admissions, there 
is any injustice left which the persons 
who in 1836 accepted the Tithe Com- 
pensation Act can now complain of. 


Mr. LOGAN: An hon. Member asked 
just now what we were fighting for. 
We contend that the clerical holder of 
tithe rent-charge, when the Commutation 
Act was passed, was allowed a sufficient 
sum of money to enable him to pay his 
rates over and above the tithes he re- 
ceived. If so—and the fact cannot be 
disputed—it seems a great injustice for 
the Government to come forward and 
say that the community shall put their 
hands in their pockets to enable the 
clergy to pay their rates on the tithes 
they now receive. (An Hon. MEMBER: 
Who pays the money?) An hon. Mem- 


ber asks me who pays the money. Of 


{10 Ju 
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course it is impossible to convince certain 
/hon. Members opposite of the injustice 
of the present proposal, but perhaps 
they will allow me to quote the evidence 
of Mr. Farquharson, who when he was 
in this House sat on the Conservative 
side. That gentleman gave evidence 
before the Royal Commission on <Agri- 
culture in 1894, fully bearing out the 
contention of those of us on this side 
who say that the clerical tithe-owner has 
made a very considerable profit since the 
Act for the Commutation of Tithes was 
passed. Now, what did Mr. Farquharson 
say : 


“31,995. I think you would like to say 
something as regards the tithe question ?—I 
should like to do so. 


“What is it you would like to say as regards 
that ?—I wanted to vive evidence before the 
Royal Commission on tithes, but my _ evi- 
dence was refused by Lord Basing, who was 
the Chairman, because he said that this Com- 
mission was only to inquire into the best way 
of redeeming tithes, and not as to the excessive 
character of the tithe. I submit that the tithe 
all over England is very much higher than it 
was ever intended to be by the Tithe Commu- 
tation Act. The object, I believe, of the Tithe 
Commutation Act was to give to the tithe- 
owner the same net value after the Act passed 
as before, and in order to do that they sent 
round Commissioners to ascertain what the 
average net value had been of the tithe to the 
tithe-owner for the preceding seven years. 
That average was to be part of the par value 
for the future, but as in the future the tithe- 
owner would have to pay rates, they also said 
to him: ‘What has been the average rate in 
your parish during the past seven years?’ The 
average rate at that time was very high on 
account of the old Poor Laws. 


“What period are you alluding to at this 
moment ?—I am speaking of the seven years 
preceding the Tithe Commutation Act, which 
I think was 1836. The consequence was that 
they made enormous additions to the par 
value of the tithe in order to enable the 
tithe-owner to pay rates in future. Take the 
instance of a tithe-owner who said: ‘The net 
value of my tithe has been £100 on an average 
for the last seven years, and the rate in the 
varish on an average of the past seven years, 
ae been 10s. in the £.2. The Tithe Com- 
missioners said: ‘ Very well, your par value in 
the future is £150—that is £100 to give you 
your old net value, and £50 with which to pay 
those rates.’ But the moment that the new 
Tithe Act came into foree, the new Poor Law 
came into force, and the rates which had been 
10s. in the £ went down to 2s. 6d. in the £. 
The consequence was, this tithe-owner, who 
ought only to have had £112 10s.—that is, 
£100 for himself, and £12 10s. for rates—got 
£150, leaving him £137 10s. for himself, and 
£12 10s. for the rates. It would be so easy, if 
the Government were in the mind to do it, to 
take the Tithe Commissioners’ reports, be- 
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separate, You see in one column the net value 
of the tithe, and in the next column you see 
what is added for rates, and those two columns 
added together make the par value now. 

What I submit ought to be done is this—you 
should say: ‘ Very well, strike off the whole of 
that column of the amount added for rates, 


leave the tithe-owner what was intended to be 


his real tithe, and let the tithe-payer in_ the 
future pay the rates on the tithe, whatever 
they are, high or low.’ I could instance a 
parish in Hampshire— the parish of Tadley ; in 
that parish they actually added 19s. in the £ 
for rates, making the par value at the time 
nearly double what it ought to have been. | 
wrote two or three years ago toascertain what 
the rate at that moment was, and, if my 
memory serves me, it was Is. 3d. in the £. 
There are parishes in Essex and the Eastern 
Counties where the Poor Law has been badly 
administered. There you will find now, of 
course, the tithe is enormously high on account 
of these additions for rates. 


In the face of these figures, I say 
that there is no injustice whatever 


done at the present time. On the other 
hand, the Government propose to do a 
gross injustice to the poor of this country, 
by taking from them money wherewith 
to pay the rates of those men whose rates 


were fully allowed for, and who are to-: 


day making a considerable profit on the 
Act of 1836. The hon. Member for one 
of the Divisions of Dorsetshire took me 
to task at an earlier period of the evening 
for saying that the man who dwells in a 
cottage and receives his miserable 9s. or 
10s. a week—for this is the wage that is 
paid in Dorsetshire—made his contribu- 
tion to the relief of the clergyman. He 
pays it in his rent, however small the pro- 
portion may be. [Ministerial laughter. } 
Hon. Gentlemen may laugh, but would 
they be able to pay the rates if the 
land was unoccupied, and there were no 
farmers or labourers there to earn the 
rent for them? I am surprised that the 
Government, while claiming credit for 
doing an act of justice, should still persist 
in doing what is undoubtedly an act of 
gross injustice to many of the poor people 
of this country. It is an act for which, I 
am thankful to say, they will have to 
answer to the country by-and-bye. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: An_ hon. 
Member opposite spoke a few minutes 
ago of the case of a person who paid the 
inhabited house duty behalf of his 
landlord. He said it was exactly as if it 
were a case in which the rent was £150, 


but instead of the landlord paying it the | 


Mr. Logan. 
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tenant pays £145 rent and £5 inhabited 
house duty ; and he quoted that case as 
perfectly analogous to the one which is 


‘at the foundation of this Amendment. 


But he did not state the whole case. It 
is exactly as if the tenant had undertaken 
to pay £5 towards the inhabited house 
duty, and it had been reduced to 30s. 
He then comes to the House of Commons 
and says, “It is true I agreed to pay £5, 
and that it is now reduced to 30s., but I 
appeal to the House to reduce it further 
to 15s., because it is too high.” He has 
already profited by his bargain to the 
extent of £3 10s. at the expense of the 
general body of ratepayers, and says, in 


effect, “Although I have made a 
|profit of £3 10s. out of this trans- 
}action, I insist upon the Government 


putting another 15s. in my _ pocket.” 
3ut that is not the whole case. The 
First Lord of the Treasury has put it as 
if the rates were deducted in the first 
instance out of the gross tithe, and after- 
wards added to it. What really occurred 
was this. There were agreements in 
existence between the tithe-owners in the 
country and the landowners, whereby the 
burden of the rates was cast entirely upon 
the landowner. But these agreements 
were long-standing agreements; they 
were not agreements that had been 
entered into a few years before the 
Tithe Commutation Act. They had been 
entered into some ten, twenty, or thirty 
years before, and at the time the 
rates were not very high. Seven years 
before the Tithe Commutation Act was 
passed the rates in this country were low, 
but the landlords were under the 
impression that one result of this Act 
would be that the rates would go up; 
they therefore thought that the best plan 
for them was to stick to their bargain. 
But the rates have gone down by some- 
thing like three-quarters in certain cases. 
The First Lerd of the Treasury said, if 
there is a reduction in the rates it isa 
reduction which is common to all rate- 
payers inthe United Kingdom. Yes, but 
all the ratepayers in the kingdom do_ not 
come to the House of Commons and ask 
us to pay half the balance ; and, what is 
further to the point, they do not get this 
compensation in lieu of rates added on. 
The rates have gone down in the rural 
districts from which most of these tithes 
are derived, and the clergymen benefit 
from the reduction. That is not the case 
in the towns, where the rates have gone 
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up very largely. Whereas the rates of 
the gentleman who was relieved by the 
general body of ratepayers have gone 
down from 9s. in the £ to 2s. and 3s. in 
the £, the rates of the persons who are 
called upon to relieve him have gone up 
from 2s. and 3s. to 6s., 7s., and sometimes 
10s. in the £. The Report of the Land 
Tax Commission, upon which the Bill is 
founded, is one complete suppression of 
the salient facts of the case. These 
gentlemen say that the rates on the tithe 
rent-charge were only 2s. 6d. in 1883, and 
that now they are 3s. But why do they 
not go back to 1836, which is the crucial 
date? At that time the rates on tithe 
were 9s.; since then the burden of the 
general rural ratepayer, including the 
parson, has been relieved by grants in 
aid from the State to the amount of 
nillions of pounds, while the rates of the 
urban ratepayer have been doubled, in 
some cases quadrupled. (Ministerial 
laughter.) I hope that when the time 
comes it will not be forgotten that the 
grievances of the urban ratepayer are 
regarded by hon. gentlemen opposite as a 
fit subject for laughter and_ ridicule. 
(Ministerial laughter.) I do not think 
that that laughter will continue after the 
next General Election, for hon. Gentle- 
men opposite will not then be here to 
laugh. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: I have to offer my 
apologies to the hon. and learned Member 
for Stroud for my complete misconception 
of his attitude in arguing this subject. 
From my experience of his great legal 
learning I had come to the conclusion that 
he must necessarily thoroughly under- 
stand this question, and J] was therefore 
surprised to see the attitude he has taken 
up in the Debates in this House and in 
Committee. My confidence in the hon. 
Member has been entirely destroyed. I 
have had placed in my hands a work 
written by him on the subject of tithe and 
tithe-rent charge, and I should like to read 
to the Committee the head-notes of one 


single page of this work. They are most | 


peculiarly appropriate to the subject now 
under discussion. The first head-note is: 
“Equality of rating necessary,” the 
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second, ‘“ Application of this rule” ; the 
third, “ Application to tithe rent-charge ” ; 
the next, “ Is this to be the principle upon 
which tithes are to be rated?” another, 
“Difficulty of applying such a principle,” 
and “Error and incorrectness of the 
principle.” As a champion of the Bill 
the hon. Member has refuted every prin- 
ciple on which this Bill is based in the 
| impartial book he has written on the sub- 
ject. If you go behind the statutory 
settlement of the question you have got 
| to re-open a state of things which already 
_has the success of sixty-three years behind 
it. To do that in this partial manner 
' without a full inquiry, and in theeteeth of 
the strong opposition, not only of hon. 
Members on this side of the House, but 
of the towns throughout the country, is, 
| I venture to think, a very grave mistake. 
| The Amendment of my hon. friend pro- 
poses to leave the statutory settlement 
as it stood in 1836, and I appeal to the 
Committee to accept that Amendment. 





Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I should like 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture why it was that in addition 
to the amount of the rates £58,000 was 
added in 1836. 


Mr. LONG: I have explained the 
, point more than once. Two sums were 
added to what the hon. Gentleman who 
spoke last night called the composition, 
but which ought to be accurately des- 
cribed as the balance of the composition. 
Onesum represented the average of the 
actual rates paid during the preceding 
seven years. In addition to this where 
the Tithe Commissioners found it neces- 
sary in order to secure a fair bargain 
they were empowered to allow an in- 
crease of 20 per cent. ora decrease of 20 
per cent. In the Parliamentary Return 
there were cases on both sides, as the 
Commissioners had thought the bargain 
unfair to the tithe-payer or the tithe- 
owner. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 151 : 
Noes, 264. (Division List, No. 232.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, Wm.(Newe.-un’r-Lyme) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


VOL. LXXIV. [FourRTH SERIEs. ] 


Billson, Alfred 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
| Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


Birrell, Augustine 


| Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
| Broadhurst, Hen: 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. Sabie 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
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Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh.) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Crilly, Daniel 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, MVaughan-(Cardigan) | 
Davitt, Michael 
Dilke. Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 

Duckworth, James 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Owen Morgan 
Evans,Sir F.H. (Southampton) | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gladstone,Rt. Hn. Herbt. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir WilliamBrampton | 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hareourt, Kt. Hon.Sir William | 
Harwood, George 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
Hedderwick, ThomasCharlesH 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H,. 
Holland, Wm. H. (York, W.R. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Joicey, Sir James 


Aird, John 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon Allen B. | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol) | 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants.) 
Beckett, Ernest William 

Bege, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme | 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) | 








| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
| M‘Laren, C. Benjamin 


| Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
| Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 


| O'Malley, William 
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Jones, David Brynmor(Swans. ) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batt 
Lawson, Sir v. (Cumb’land 
Leese, SirJ.F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell,Dr. M.A.(Qu’n’sC 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 





M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 
Mellor,Rt. Hon. J. W.(Yorks.) 





Morgan,¥J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | 
Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Morley, Chartes (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. J.(Montrose) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 





Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) 


NOES. 
srassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, Jolin George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Bir. | 


| Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r | 
| Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, Sir E. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Oompton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) | 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanleyW. | 


Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge | 
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Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert William 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J.(Durham, 8. E,) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighsh.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, 5. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, Jolin (Durham, Mid) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
Lambert and Mr. Evans. 


Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 


| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir Jolin P, 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
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FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs,Hn. A.G.H.(C. of Lond.) 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen, RtHnG.J.(St.Geo.’s) | 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) | 
Green, Walford D. (Wed’bury | 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) | 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gietton, John 

Greville. Hon. Robert 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. LordGeorge 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Sir E. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, Ed. Brodie (Hampstead 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hon. Lionel R.(Bow) | 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hn.James Henry Cecil | 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- | 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies | 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir. J. H. 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 





*THE CHAIRMAN: The next four | charge.” 
Amendments are out of order. 
were accepted they would extend the | 
scope of the Bill to colleges and schools, | 
which Mr. Speaker has ruled are outside 


the scope of the Bill. 


Mr. LEWIS: I have an Amendment 
after “rent- 


to insert the word “now” 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
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Laurie, Lieut-General 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 
Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry | 
Lecky,Rt.Hon. William E. H. | 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn-(Swan.) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 


Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Maleolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 


| Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 


Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford V. 
Meysey-Thomson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. John | 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu,Hon.J.Scott (Hants. | 
Moon, Edward R. Pacy 

More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. I. (Monm’thsh.) | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, Willium George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 

Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon.Sir H.Stafford 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlingt’n) 
Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, R.(Lanes,Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, ‘Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley,SirW.Overend (Edin, | 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. | 


If they 
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Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
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| Rentoul, James Alexander 


Richards, Henry Charles 

Ridley, RtHonSirMatthewW. 

Ritchie, RtHon Chas. Thomson 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
tobinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
| Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Savory, Sir Joseph 


| Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


Seely, Charles Hilton 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 


| Simeon, Sir Barrington 
| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith, Hon.,W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Stanley, Hon.Arthur (Ormsk.) 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, SirMark J.M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedle 


| Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 


Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Ox. Univ.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thornburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


| Valentia, Viscount 


Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 


| Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse,Rt Hon E. R( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


I handed it in earlier in the 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
| will see that the same idea is carried out 
‘in better wording by the hon. Member 


‘for Merthyr Tydvil. 


ee 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: On a point of 
Order you, Sir, have ruled that these 
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words would be out of order, but would 
I be in order if I were to move to leave 
out the words in the clause in order to 
insert words of similar import to the 
Amendment ? Perhaps before giving your 
ruling you will allow me to explain that 
there is a clear distinction between the 
words “attached to” and the words “ not 
severed, from.” I have studied the matter 
very carefully, and I myself draw a great 
distinction between the two phrases. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I have had no 
notice of the Amendment, and I cannot 
know what was in the hon. Gentleman’s 
mind. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: This Bill is 
based upon the recommendations of the 
interim Report of the Royal Commis- 
sioners, and in all their references to the 
subject the words they use are “not 
severed from a benefice.” There are 
many cases where the tithe attached to a 
particular benefice is derived from a dif- 
ferent county altogether and therefore 
has been severed in a way not intended in 
this Bill, and it would be quite in accor- 
dance with the ruling of Mr. Speaker to 
draw the distinction I have indicated. 
There is a very wide distinction indeed 
between the words “attached to” in the 
Bill and the words “ not severed from ” in 
the interim Report. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 5, to leave out the words 
‘attached to’ and insert the words ‘not 
severed from.’”—(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘attached to’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I really think 
we ought to have the advantage of 
hearing the right hon. Gentleman on the 
point. 


Mr. LONG: I really did not know 
whether the hon. Gentleman was proceed- 
ing to move an Amendment, or whether 
he was arguing whether the Chairman 
should accept the Amendment he had in 
his mind. It now turns out that the 
speech was devoted to the Amendment 
he had in his mind. I confess I cannot 
follow the reason why the words “ not 
severed from” should be inserted. The 
words “attached to” clearly convey the 
meaning we wish to convey—namely, that 


Mr. D. A. Thomas, 
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the tithe rent-charge attached to a benefice 
is to be affected by the Bill. I do not 
know whether the words “not severed 
from ” would extend the operations of the 
Bill to the tithe rent-charge not devoted 
to the maintenance of a benefice, but I 
| am assured the words “ attached to” will 
| carry out the object we have in view. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomery): In some cases a tithe rent- 
charge may be held to be attached to a 
benefice, although it cannot be said to be 
not severed from it. The Amendment 
raises a legal question of considerable im- 
portance, and I think we ought to have 
the views of the Solicitor-General upon it. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: The hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Member for 
Stroud always uses in his Report the 
words “ not severed from,” and not the 
words ‘attached to.” 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I, too, have 
studied the Report from cover to cover, 
but I cannot find the words “attached 
to” init. Ido not know that they area 
legal term at all, and perhaps the Solici- 
tor-General would enlighten us as to 
where they came from. They are not 
words of art at all. It may be said that 
the tithe is attached to the tithe-owner, 





| but it would be much more accurate to 


| say that the tithe-owner is attached to 
|the tithe. He is, indeed, very much 
| attached to it. I have tried to ascertain 
whether it is perfectly clear by these 
words that the Bill is only intended 


to deal with parochial incumbents. 
The Second Reading speech of the 


right hon. Gentleman was not at all 
clear on this point. I desire to have 
'it made perfectly clear that these 
words will not extend the benefits of this 
Bill to other tithe in the hand of other 
clerical appropriators. The tithes are 
divided as follows:—In the hands of 
clerical appropriators, £680,039 ; in the 
hands of parochialincumbents, £2,212,350; 
in the hands of lay appropriators, £756,205; 
and held by the authorities governing 
schools and colleges, £196,056, making in 
all the respectable sum of £4,040,000. 
It has been said by the right hon. Gentle- 
man that it is not intended to extend 
the benefits of this Bill to tithe which is 
held by the Ecclesiastical Commissioners. 
The Committee is well aware that a large 
amount of tithe is held by the Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners. 
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*THE CHAIRMAN: This does not porters of this Amendment have suc- 
seem to be relevant to the question ceeded in explaining to the House the 
hefore the Committee. The only ques- difference between the meaning of the 
tion before the Committee is that the words “attached to” and that of the 
words “not severed from” should be| words “not severed from.” We prefer 
inserted instead of the words “attached | the expression “attached to.” Con- 
to.” ceivably there might be cases where tithes 
which had been attached to a benefice 
had become severed therefrom, and are 

Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I was only | afterwards attached again. We intend to 
dealing with the question whether the| include all cases where the tithe is 
Bill is intended to apply to tithe held by | attached to a benefice. The words would 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners. not apply to tithes in the hands of 
clerical appropriators, as they are not 
| attached to a benefice. As to whether 
| the words would include the cases where 
jit may | | tithes at present are in the hands of lay 
| impropriators, but are afterwards attached 
to a benefice so that in the future 

Mn, SAMUEL EVANS: I shall ask |? meumbent has the benoit of ‘them, 
the question in this form: If the words I answer that in the affirmative. 
“attached toa benefice ” are allowed to re- 


mainintheclause, doesthatcovertitheinthe| *\{pR. PERKS: In that case it is clear 
hands of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners ? | that this £87,000 will not be enough. 
These are not legal words at all, and it 
is important to ask whether or not they S 
will cover the tithes to the extent of| Mx. D. A. THOMAS: Unless I get a 
£380,000, which exist now in the hands | far more satisfactory answer I shall be 
of clerical appropriators other than paro- compelled to proceed to a Division. As 
chial incumbents. | the right hon. Gentleman in charge of 
‘the Bill told us he did not know, 
|I was appealing to somebody who did 
*Mr. PERKS: In the case of tithes in | know 
the hands of lay impropriators which have | 
vm severed from a benefice, should those io: 2. Te me ee Tee 
ay impropriators in their generosity : 
choose to donate those tithes back again | | know. 
to the benefice and thereby attach chen | 
to the benefice, would those tithes so Mr. D. A. THOMAS: You said you 
reattached come within the scope of the} did not know the distinction between 
Bill? If so, it is perfectly clear that if | «attached to” and “not severed from.” 
those tithes so alienated are again attached | There isa very wide distinction. The 
to the benefice, a large quantity of tithes | Solicitor-General in a vague sort of way 
will be brought within the scope of the does see that there is some distinction. 
measure Ww Siok at present are not relieved | Although the right hon. Gentleman may 
from taxation by virtue of this Bill. | not wiibiaiiiall or appreciate that distine- 
‘tion, it was appreciated by the Con:erva- 
tive Members of the Parliament of 1892-5, 
THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir) when I moved an Amendment bearing 
K. B. Frytay, Inverness Burghs): I do ypon this very point, and they supported 
not know whether the movers and sup- me. 





*THE CHAIRMAN: That question 
does not arise on this Amendment ; 
arise at a later stage. 
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Mr. ABEL THOMAS: After the 


answer of the Solicitor-General we really 
ought to reconsider our position. <A lay 
impropriator who has tithes now does not 
get any diminution of his payment of 
rates, and I cannot imagine any wealthy 
Churchman in the future presenting 
any clergyman with £3,000 or £4,000 or 
the interest of it for the purpose of carry- 
ing on his Church. He cannot be so 
idiotic as to do it if this BIll is passed. 
He will buy tithes, and present them toa 
benefice, and the clergyman will im- 
mediately get the benefit of half the rates. 
If the Solicitor-General is right this is | 
not an act of justice in any shape or 
form. It cannot be justice that tithe 
which now pays its own rates should 
immediately it is presented to a benefice 
pay only half its rates. If it is justice the 
Bill should have been framed to include lay 
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may in future be attached to a benefice 
will come within the scope of the Act puts 
quite a different complexion on this Bill. 
We had realised that the richest Church in 
the world could not support her ministers, 
and that while the poorer Churches 
were making heroic efforts to support 
their own this one preferred to come to the 
State and ask for an endowment. But 
we did not think it was going to 
inaugurate a system of cheap charity, 
through which by selling or giving a 
tithe to a benefice you would thereupon 
put your country under contribution to 
supplement your gift by something out of 
| the public pocket. We read that in old 
| days somebody was squeamish enough not 
| to give unto the Lord that which cost him 
nothing, but our great Church has got 
| quite above such ideas. The Ecclesiastical 
| Commissioners own tithes which bring in 


impropriators. This is a very serious | about £300,000 a year, and that sum, 
point, and I shall vote for the Amend-|they can use for the benefit of 


ment. |the Church. According to this edition 
lof the Bill, they can force the Nation 
Sm JAMES JOICEY (Durham, | to supplement that sum out of public 


Chester-le-Street): The discussion has| money by something like £20,000 or 
shown that this Amendment is a much | £25,000, by the simple device of using 
more important one than the House | those tithes in specie to increase the 
realised. I gather that any tithe, whether | value of benefices instead of giving the 
in the hands of the Ecclesiastical Com- | money increment themselves. There- 
missioners or anyone else, if it becomes | fore this Bill will enable the Church, 
attached to a benefice, will get the | at the will of the Ecclesiastical Commis- 
benefit of this reduction of rates. See | sioners, after getting this endowment of 
what injustice that will work. In the | £87,000 a year, to increase it by some- 
neighbourhood which I represent the | thing like £25,000 or more per annum. 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners own a very | But that is not the only thing. It at once 
large amount of tithe. They may attach | makes a brisk market for the tithes that 
those tithes to a benefiee in any part of | are in the hands of the lay impropriators, 
the country, and those parishes in Durham | because if anybody wants to endow a 
will be expected to make up the rates church they will get sufficient money 
which are lost upon those tithes should | buy a tithe-—a taxed tithe, a rated tithe 
those tithes have been attached to parishes | from the lay impropriator, and that having 
outside our own county with which the | been once presented to a benefice, half of 
communities in Durham have nothing | its rates will be borne by the public, and 
whatever todo. It is a very important | as a consequence the gift will be increased 
matter when you realise the enormous | by a compulsory contribution from the pub- 
sums that may be given away in this | lic purse. This Bill was stated to be based 
shape. on justice—not on mercy, not on endow- 
ment. Will anybody explain the justice 





+ 


LO 








*Mr. MOULTON: The answer of the 
Solicitor-General that any tithes which 


of enabling a person, because he chooses 





to give to the Church in one particular 
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form, to compel the public to join him in | the fact that certain learned Gentlemen 
the gift, when if he gave it in money he/ on this side of the House have spoken, 
could not so force them? If this is to be | because, he tells us, whenever they speak 





the meaning of the Act the plea of justice | 
is ludicrous. It was unsound before, but 
under these conditions it becomes comic. 
I trust we shall go to a Division, in as 
much as no more important opportunity 
has been given for showing the false 
pretensions upon which this Bill is put 
forward. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
right hon. Gentleman has estimated the 
cost of this Bill at £87,000. That we know 
is to be paid by the general taxpayer of 
the country, and will be deducted from 
the funds of the ratepayers. In view of 
this Amendment I ask, does that amount 
include these possible or even probable 
future additions to the existing rates to 
which the Bill is applicable, 
because, if so, as my hon. and learned 
friend has said, this estimate of 
£87,000 does not cover the case. I think 
upon that ground we ought, before these 
words are passed, to have an assurance 
from the Government as to whether they 
intend that it is to be governed by the 
existing condition of the rates, or whether 
it means in the future to have an un- 
limited and speculative amount which 
may be added to at any time in con- 
of the explanation of the 


how 


sequence 
Solicitor-General. 
has derived as much 
explanation as from the speeches of other 
hon. and learned Members who are sup- 
porting this Bill, and the more we can 
get those distinguished Gentlemen to 
speak the more will this Bill be damaged 
in the eyes of everybody who understands 
its framework. I ask deliberately whether 
this £87,000 is to be the be-all and end- 
all, or whether you mean to have an 


elastic power to increase this imposition | 


upon the taxpayers of the country, and 
this loss to the general ratepayer. 


Mr. LONG : The right hon. Gentleman 


they help the case of the Opposition. 
That being so, I cannot help regretting 
that he does not rest content with the 
speeches we make. The right hon. 
/ Gentleman asks whether in our calcula- 
tions we have estimated for any future 
‘attachment of tithes to benefices which 
may lead to an increase of the sum paid 
in respect of rates. The estimate we 
| have made is, as is usual in such cases, 
|one which allows a considerable margin, 
/and the actual result may be very much 
‘less than the estimate, as was the case 
| with the Agricultural Rating Act. In 
‘regard to the condition of future tithes 
‘the explanation given by the Solicitor- 
' General is one with which we entirely 
agree. So far as this Bill is con- 
; cerned, it being a temporary measure, 


/extending over 2} years, pending 
‘the final settlement of the larger 


question, our object has been to make it 
‘the law that in the case of tithe 
rent-charge attached to a benefice half 
the rates should in future be paid. That 
being so, whether the tithe is attached to 
| the benefice at the immediate passing of 
i the Bill into law, or whether it becomes 
'attached by a subsequent act of the 
| present impropriator, the effect and result 
| of this Bill will be the same. 


I am sure the House | 
benefit from his | 


| Mr. ATHERLEY -JONES (Durham, 
/N.W.): I venture to think that it could 
‘never have been the intention of the 
, Government that it should be possible for 
the public funds to be forced to supple- 
/ment gifts to the Church in the manner 
| which has been described. Such a grossly 
|extravagant proposal would amount to 
| little short of a public scandal. I am 
| quite sure hon. Members opposite do not 
| realise what this means. Suppose it is 
| conceded that the amount of rates which 
‘are attached to tithe rent-charge is exces- 
| sive and that it is perfectly right that 
reductions in those rates should be made 


congratulates himself and his Party upon | by the inartistic process of a grant at 


| 
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large. 
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This reading of the Bill by the | when those pounds shillings and pence 


Solicitor-General goes much further than | are taken from the pockets of the poor 


that. 


It does not mean that the bond fide 
tithe-owner is henceforth to be relieved of 
his rates, but that every form of endow- 


ment which may hereafter be given to a_ in other ways. 


henefice, if advantage is taken of the 
machinery of buying a tithe, should be 
supplemented by the State. 
fectly sure that could not have been the 
intention of the Government, but unfor- 


I am per- 


_ratepayers, that honour and admiration 
will not be quite so great as they would 
| have been if the money had been obtained 


The country, when they 


‘have an opportunity of speaking, will 
very soon decide against such proposals, 
and the vote next Wednesday in a certain 
| part of London will be greatly influenced 

by these proceedings ; other places have 


tunately the President of the Board of | already spoken. 
Agriculture has committed himself to an | 


. ° ° . | 
explanation which on examination cannot | 
| 


possibly be adopted. 


Mr. WARNER: I cannot think that 
this is a point the Government ought to 
try to settle to-night, after the admission 


The Church or | 


which has been made. 


now put.” 


now put.” 


any other worthy institution receives a 


great deal of honour and admiration from 
that honour 
comes to pounds, shillings and pence, and _| 


the country. But when 


Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Allsop, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt.JoscelineFitzRoy 
Baird, J. George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J. (Maneh’r | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirH. M.( Bristol | 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt.H.F.(Middlesex) | 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford,East) | 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) |} 
| ’. | Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| Chaplin, Right Hon. Henry 


| Cox, Irwin Edward B. 
_ Cripps, Charles Alfred 
| Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


AYES. 


Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 


| Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. | 


Chamberlain,J. Aust’n(Were’r 


Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 


| Clarke, SirEdward(Plymouth) | 


Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Coiston, C. E. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, F. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes 8. W. 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount | 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 


Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 


Mr. LONG rose in his place, and 
claimed to move, “That the Question be 


| Question put, “That the Question be 


The Committee proceeded to a Divi- 
sion :—Ayes, 249 ; Noes, 135. 
List, No. 233.) 


(Division 


Doughty, George 


Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
Drucker, A. 


| Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
| Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 


Elliot, Hon. A.Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon Ailwyn Edwd. 
Fergusson, Rt HnSirJ(Manch’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 


| Gedge, Sydney 

| Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

| Gibbs, HnAGH(City of Lond.) 
| Gibbs,Hon.Vicary (St. Albans 
| Giles, Charles Tyrrell 


Gilliat, John Saunders 


| Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 


Goldsworthy, Major-General 


| Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen,RtHn GJ (St. George’s 
Goschen,George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 





Gree 


Gre 


Hill 


be 


vi- 
on 


TS- 


d.) 
ins 


ick 


on 
e's 





417 Tithe Rent-Charge 


Green, WalfordD.(Wednesb’ry 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George | 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon -Hodge, Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hill, Sir Edw. Stock (Bristol) | 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) | 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henr 

Holland, Hon. Lionel R.(Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. Ceci 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George | 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lecky, Rt.Hon. William E.H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Sw’nsea. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp’]) 





Allen, Win.(Newe.-und.-Lyme 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
sillson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 


| Nicholson, William Graham 


| Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
| Pilkington, R.(Lanes.,Newton) | 


| Emmott, Alfred 
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Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. John 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James | 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8S. (Hants.) | 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Rbt. Jasper (Shropshire) | 
Morgan, Hn. F.(Monmouthsh.) | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 
Myers, William Henry | 





Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. 8. 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Penn, John 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 


NOES. 


Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh. 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Card’g’n) 
Davitt, Michael 


| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
| Dillon, John 


Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South'ton) | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
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Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thompson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John H. Dudley 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 


| Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 


| Tollemache, Henry James 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C.E. Howard 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 


| Welby, Lieut-Col. A. C. E. 


Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. Jno. Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
| Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm.) 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh,N. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES-— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir William b. 
Haldane, Richard Burden 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rv. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


Holland, Wm.H. (York, W.R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez Ed. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
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Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth | 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb land 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington | 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Mellor, Rt. Hon.J.W. (Yorks.) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 


Question put accordingly, “That the | 
words ‘attached to’ stand part of the | Noes, 134. 


clause.” 


Allhusen, A. Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. (Man.) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, RtHnSirM. H.-( Bristol) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundeil, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith. 
Bowles,Capt. H.F. (Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

3utcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter | 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys.) | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| Pieckersgill, Edward Hare 


' Cornwallis, Fiennes 8. W. 


| Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 


| Denny, Colonel 
| Digby, J. Kk. D. Wingtield- 
| Dorington, Sir John Edward 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 


_ Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


{COMMONS} 


{ Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport | 
| Moss, Samuel 


Moulton, John Fletcher 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) | 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert Williams 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
fandell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 
tichardson,J. (Durham, 8. E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Koberts, J. H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


‘ 


AYES. 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clarke, SirEdward(Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hn. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. R (Hereford) 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranbourne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Doughty, George 


Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Drucker, A. 


Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
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(Division List, No. 234.) 
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Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 


| Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan,E, 


| Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, §.) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


| Wilson, Jolin (Durham, Mid.) 
| Woodhouse,SirJ f (Huddersf’'d 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


Ayes, 243; 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Mance’r) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir K. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 


Galloway. William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hn AGH (City of Lond.) 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen,Rt.Hn.GJ(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 





Alle 


Bill: 
Birr 
Bolt 
Bro: 
Bry 
Bue 
Bux 
Cald 


Crill 
Dalz 


rge 
m. 
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Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Sir Edw. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampst’ d) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson,Capt.G. W. Grice- 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway, RtHon Sir John H 
Kenyon-Slayney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lecky, RtHon William Edw. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (L’pool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 





Allen, W. (Newe-under-Lyme) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayléy, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henr 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G. B.(Caithness-sh. ) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Dalziel, James Henry 
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M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Malcolm, Ian 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milbank, Sir P. C. John 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
am HonJ Scott(Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton,ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northeote,Hon.Sir H. Stafford 
Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
tidley, Rt. Hon. Sir Matt. W. 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertsen, H. (Hackney) 


NOES. 


Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davitt, Michael 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, 8. T. Glamorgan) 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir William B. 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Holland, Wm. H. (York, W.R. 
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Xobinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limelfouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Hon. W.E.D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Uni. 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C.E. (Kent) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birmg.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks, i. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir John G. Smyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfred (Cumb.) 
Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 








423 


M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Mellor,Rt. Hon. J. W. (Yorks.) 

Mendl, Sigismund F. 

Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 4 

Morley, Chas. (Breckonshire) | 

Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose 
| 


Adjournment 


Perks, Robert 


Power, 


Richardson, J. 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) toberts, John 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Palmer, Geo. Wm. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


| Spicer, Albert 


It being after midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again 
To-morrow. 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL 
STRUCTION (IRELAND) [SALARIES, 
&e.]. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Motion moved and Question proposed— 


“ That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
ment out of moneys to be provided by Parlia- 
ment of a salary not exceeding £1,200, together 
with a residential allowance not exceeding 
£150, to the Vice-President of the Department 
of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for 
Ireland, and of the salaries and remuneration 
to the secretary, assistant-secretaries, in- 
spectors, officers, and servants of the Depart- 
ment, and of all expenses — incurred by the 
Department, in pursuance of any Act of the 
present session for establishing a Department 
of Agriculture and other Industries and 
Technical Instruction in Ireland.” — (Wr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): As there is ' 


great difference of opinion in reference to 
the method by which the £78,000 in this 
Bill is to be handed over to the new 
Department, I should like to know 
whether the Resolution as worded will 
bar us from discussing in Committee 
whether that £78,000 should be derived 
from direct grant or by the roundabout 
way of taking over the spirit money 


d 


{COMMONS} i 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
atrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

| Reckitt, Harold James 


Rickett, J. Compton 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh. | 
| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
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Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas,A bel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
| Walton,Jno.Lawson(Leeds,S.) 
(Durham, 8.E.) | Warner, Thomas Courtenay T, 
| Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, H. J. (Yorks, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
| Woodhouse,SirJT (Huddersf’d 


William 





. (Denbighs.) | 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
M‘Arthur. 


| THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
| LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central) : The Resolution does not refer 

to the £78,000 at all, it only applies to 
the salaries. There is no additional 
'charge on the Votes in respect of the 
, £78,000. 


IN- | 


Mr. DILLON: I understand it will 
‘not debar us from discussing that ques- 
tion then. I was afraid that if the Reso- 
lution was passed the point might be 
taken against us on that question. No 
doubt it would throw no additional charge 
ultimately on the Exchequer if the grant 
were made direct, as many of us would 
prefer, but it might technically be held to 
throw an additional charge on the 
Exchequer. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I do not 
know what ruling the Chairman might 
make on the subject, but the Resolution 
before the House makes no reference to 
the £78,000, therefore I think it would 
not have any effect on the decision of the 
Chairman. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 


METROPOLIS ©-MANAGEMENT ACTS 
AMENDMENT (BYE-LAWS) BILL 
[H.L.]. 


As amended, considered ; read a third 
time, and passed, with Amendments. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before One of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | HARROW AND UXBRIDGE RAILWAY 
BILL. 


TMOG, FEN Tay LETS. WARRINGTON CORPORATION BILL 
| NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE TRAMWAYS 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | AND IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Moved that the Order made on the 
er ‘ | 9th day of March last, “That no Private 
The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted | pi) brought from the House of Commons 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- shall be read a second time after Tuesday, 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certi- | the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed 
ficate from the Examiners that the | \ith and that the Bills be read 2¢; agreed 
further Standing Orders applicable to the wre Bills read 3° accordingly, and com- 
following Bill have not been complied | jitted. The Committees to be proposed 
with : by the Committee of Selection. 


WEST METROPOLITAN RAILWAY. 
The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 
Read 3*, with the Amendments ; fur- 
ther Amendments made ; Bill passed, and 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL, returned to the Commons. 


A witness ordered to attend the Select MIDLAND AND SOUTH - WESTERN 
Committee. JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) | LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
BILL. | AND DOCK BILL. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. WOKING WATER AND GAS BILL. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL. LOWESTOFT PROMENADE PIER BILL. 
Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 


FISHGUARD AND | ROSSLARE RAIL. passed, and returned to the Commons. 


WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL. 
WANcHENTER CORBORETION AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGATION BILL. 
(GENERAL POWERS) BILL. 
Committee to meet on Thursday 

next. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 
Returned from the Commons, with the 
| Amendments agreed to. 
ICAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL BRC Rea eR s 
LOCA ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
; . t~DERS (No. 12) BILL. 
Report from the Select Committee, a “ oe : dese 
That the Committee had not proceeded | House to be in Committee on Thursday 
with the consideration of the Bill, the | 2¢Xt- 
opposition to the Bristol Order having tae EOS ee ety eee 
been withdrawn; the Orders made on MILITARY Proven ISIONAL 
30th June and Tuesday last discharged ; its rae 


and Bill committed for Thursday next. House in Committee (according te 
Order): Bill reported without Amend- 
REDDITCH GAS BILL. iment: Then Standing Orders Nos. 


| XXXIX. and XLV. considered (accord- 
| ing to Order), and dispensed with : Bill 


Reported with Amendments. 


BRADFORD TRAMWAYS AND _ IM. | read 3%, and passed. 
PROVEMENT BILL. | 
Report from the Select Committee, | LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
That the Committee had not proceeded | VISIONAL ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 
with the consideration of the Bill, the) House in Committee (according to 
opposition thereto having been with-| Order): Bill reported without Amend- 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the; ment: Standing Committee negatived; 
Table. The Orders made on Tuesday last land Bill to be read 3* on Thursday 
discharged, and Bill committed. next. 
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Petitions 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 
Committee (according to 
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LOCAL 


House in 


Order) : 


next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 17) BILL. 

Moved that the Order of the 9th March 
last, “That no Provisional Order Con- 
firmation Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time 
after Tuesday, the 27th day of June 
next,” be dispensed with, and that the 


read 2¢; Bill 


Bill be now agreed to. 
read 2“ accordingly, and committed. The 


Committee to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


PROVISIONAL 
BILL. 


GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (No. 6) 


LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 

Moved that the Order of the 9th March 
last, “That no Provisional Order Con- 
firmation Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time 


LOCAL 


after Tuesday, the 27th day of June: 


next,” be dispensed with, and that the 
3ills be now read 2; agreed to. Bills 
read 2 accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Thurs- 
day next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 

Moved, That the Order of the 9th 
March last, “That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time 
after Tuesday the 27th day of June 
next,” be dispensed with, and that the 
Bill be now read 2*; agreed to; Bill read 
2° accordingly, and committed. The 
Committee to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- | 
tion that the five Lords appointed a Select | 


Committee on the Leeds Corporation Bill 
do form 
consideration of the London 
Council (General Powers) Bill ; read, and 
agreed to; all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners 


{LORDS} 


the Select Committee for the | 
County | 
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| praying to be heard by counsel against the 

Bill to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bill. 


Amendments made: Standing | 
Committee negatived: The Report of | 

o } 
Amendments to be received on Thursday | 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEER MEDICAL STAFF 
CORPS). 

Draft efficiency certificate 

Volunteer Medical Staff Corps. 


for the 


WELLINGTON COLLEGE, 
Report of the Governors for the year 
ended 31st December, 1898; with 
accounts. 
AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 
Agricultural Statistics of Ireland, with 
detailed report, for the year 1898. 


TRADE REPORTS. 
Miscellaneous Series, No. 507. Coal 
mining in the State of Illinois, for the 
year 1898. 


SIERRA LEONE. 
Report by Her Majesty’s Commissioner 
| and correspondence on the subject of the 
insurrection in the Sierra Leone Protee- 
torate, 1898. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


COUNTY OFFICERS AND COURTS 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1877. 

Account of receipts under the Act, and 

payments under Section 25 thereof, during 
the year ended 31st March, 1899. 


CONCILIATION (TRADE 
ACT, 1896. 
Second Report of the Board of Trade 
‘of proceedings under the Conciliation 
(Trade Disputes) Act, 1896. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 
_ Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


DISPUTES) 


PETITIONS. 


“SEATS FOR SHOP ASSISTANTS (ENG- 
LAND AND IRELAND) BILL. 

Petition in favour of; of Meeting of 
| Women in the Jerusalem Chamber, West- 
| mister; read, and ordered to lie on the 


‘Table. 
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Questions. 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Report from the Committee of Selection | 
for the Standing Committee, that the 
Committee have added the Lord Brampton 
to the Standing Committee ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


METROPOLIS MANAGEMENT ACTS 
AMENDMENT (BYE-LAWS) BILL [H.L ]. 

Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments ; the said Amendments 
to he printed. (No. 162.) 


GORDON MEMORIAL COLLEGE AT 
KHARTOUM BILL [H.L.}. 

A Bill to give powers to the Executive 
Committee of the Gordon Memorial Col- 
lege at Khartoum to invest trust funds in 
certain securities—_was presented by the 
Lord Chancellor; read 1*; and to be 
printed. (No. 163.) 


QUESTIONS. 
TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS. 

THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN: See- 
ing the Under Secretary of State for the 
Colonies in his place, I wish to ask him 
whether he can give to the House any 


information with regard to the new 
proposals of the Government of the 


South African Republic in relation to 
the elective franchise of that country. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE For THE COLONIES (The 
EARL of SELBORNE): My Lords, in an- 
swering the question of the noble Earl, 


{11 Jury 1899} 


perhaps your Lordships will allow me to | 


make a short statement. At the Confer- | 
ence at Bloemfontein proposals were made 
by Sir Alfred Milner and President | 
Kruger respectively as to the enfranchise- 
ment of aliens in the South African Re- 
public. Sir Alfred Milner regarded the 
President’s proposals as altogether inade- 
quate to meet the case, and the Conference 
broke up. Since the Conference there 
have been private and unofficial discus- | 
sions between the Government of the | 
South African Republic and Mr. Hofmeyr, | 
Mr. Herholdt, one of the Cape Ministers, | 
and Mr. Fischer, a member of the Execu- | 
tive of the Orange Free State, which have 
resulted in new franchise proposals being 
submitted by President Kruger to the | 
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First Volksraad of the South African 
Republic. Sir Alfred Milner’s proposat!s 
were, briefly, franchise after five years, re- 
trospective. Under the President’s original 
proposals, not a single Uitlander would get 
thefranchiseimmediately. Those whocame 
in before 1890 would get it in two and a half 
years. Others already resident for two 
years would have to wait five years 
longer. Those coming in in the future 
would have to wait seven and a half years. 
All would have to undergo the objection- 
able naturalisation period. Under the 
latest proposals the naturalisation period is 
removed. Those who came in_ before 
1890 get the franchise at once, and those 
who came in in 1890 and subsequent 
years get it as soon as they have com- 
pleted nine years’ residence. There will 
thus be a small immediate enfranchise- 
ment of aliens who are already resident 
in the country, and additions will be 
made each year until five years from the 
passing of the Act, when all aliens who 
have been seven years in the country at 
the time and who possess the conditions 
may be enfranchised. Newcomers will be 
entitled to the franchise seven years after 
they have given written notice of their 
desire to become burghers of the State. 
The number of members allotted to the 
Goldfields will be increased by four. In 
the absence of fuller information it is 
impossible to be absolutely certain of the 
practical effect of the whole scheme. So 
far as we are able to judge from the in- 
formation before us, the new scheme will 
have no immediate effect on the represen- 
tation in the First Volksraad of the alien 
population ; it is not certain that they 
could carry any of the seats allotted to 
the Rand until a much later period. 
That is all the information that is at 
present in our possession. 


EarL SPENCER: May I ask the 
noble Lord when he expects to get 
‘information which wil! enable him to 


understand the proposals clearly ? 


THe EArt or SELBORNE: We have 
asked for information on definite points ; 
but in the absence of any absolutely 
official communication on the subject it is 
not always certain that every version 
submitted to us is inclusive of all the con- 
ditions. Ail I have to say is that we are 
taking all the steps we can to obtain the 
most accurate information. 


Q 2 
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SEATS FOR SHOP ASSISTANTS (ENG- 
LAND AND IRELAND) BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Order of the day for the Second Reading | ‘ : 
. © hours of enforced sentry duty which 


read. 
*THE DukE OF WESTMINSTER: My 
Lords, I have to move the Second Reading 


of a Bill for giving seats to shop assistants, 


Association, of which Sir John Lubbock 


{LORDS} 


| 
' 
| 


Assistants Bill. 


earnest hope that your Lordships will 
pass the Bill, and says that in the course 
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_of ten years’ experience in different parts 


of London, he has come across cases in 
which young girls have to undergo long 


| would provoke a mutiny if imposed upon 


soldiers of the Line. Only the other day 


|a meeting was held in Oxford, the Master 


of Balliol in the chair. The room was 


. . stants, | crowded, and a resolution was passed to 
a Bill promoted by the Early Closing | 


is the President, and it is identical with | 


the Bill that was introduced and thrown 
out from your Lordships’ House earlier in 
the session. After having passed the 
ordeal of the other House, where it met 
not only with no opposition, but with 
universal sympathy, the poor innocent 
bdntling was brought into your Lord- 
ships’ House, where it received very short 
shrift, and what I may call its second birth 
was destroyed with contempt by Lord 
Shand, and it was scorched and withered 
away under the breath of the displeasure 
of the noble Marquess the Prime Minister. 
Both these Bills have passed the other 
House without opposition and with cordial 
approval, I therefore now take up the 
chalienge of the noble Lords, and I must 
endeavour to show that the Bill for Scot- 


the following effect : 


‘*Seeing the evils of standing during pro- 
tracted periods, which entail special disabilities 
and suffering upon girls and women and their 
offspring, this meeting regrets the action of 
the House of Lords in regard to the Shop 


| Assistants’ Seats Bill, 1899, and desires to im- 


‘ceed at once to quote 
| Miss Margaret Irwin, in a report for the 


land, which has been thrown out, is fit for | 


England and Ireland, and that this Bill is 
fit for Scotland also. The noble Lord 
(Lord Shand) gave two reasons for throw- 
ing out the bill—one, that if it was fit 


+ 


for Scotland it should be fit for England | 


and Ireland, and that the subject-matter 
was too trivial to be considered by your 
Lordships’ House. As at present public 
opinion is not in favour of the admission 
of women to the legislative field, it 


press upon them the urgency of this important 
measure. ” 


I will, without wearying the House, pro- 
the evidence of 


National Federal Council of Scotland, and 
quoted by the Commissioners of Labour 
of 1892 and 1893: 


‘My attention has been directed by several 
medical men of standing and experience, and 
also by numerous grave complaints from the 
women assistants themselves, to two causes 
which, in addition to long hours and close con- 
finement, operate against the health and com- 
fort of women employed in shops. ‘These are 
—want of seats, and the absence of, or defee- 
tive, sanitary provisions. 

“ The first defect is more conumon in large 
shops, where a large number of assistants are 
employed, and there is abundant evidence to 

wove that the health of the women workers 
ios sustained serious and, sometimes, fatal 


{injury from the terrible strain involved by 


| the long, weary day they are on duty. 


being kept standing on their feet throughout 
Both 


the medical men and the workers themselves 


| 


behoves us all the more to consider ques- | 


tions which vitally affect them. 
that this measure does vitally affect them, 
ameliorating asit proposesto do thecomfort 
and health of thousands of working women. 


Without perpetrating any pun, the ques- | 
tion is in every sense of the word of long- | that.’ 
movement, | 


It is 
were 


no new 


standing. 
Associations formed more than 


twenty years ago for creating public | 


opinion in its favour. There is a great 


amount of literature bearing upon 
the question, and a_ large amount | 


of medical opinion showing that it is 
a matter that is in want of legisla- 
tion. Ihave a letter from the Vicar of 
St. Paul’s, Kilburn, who expresses an 


We hold | 


|of workers suffering grave injury to their 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| have been unanimous in strongly urging the 


compulsory provision of seats in one form or 
another. Numerous cases have been quoted 


health from the present system, and there isa 
strong feeling that it should be abolished. As 
has been more than once said to me, ‘If they 
would only allow us a ledge to rest upon for @ 
minute or two we would be thankful even for 


“Dr. Service, Dr. Edmistoun, and other 
medical men speak very strongly on the point, 
and in a formal statement made by them, and 
embodied in my official Report to the Royal 
Commission on Labour, they emunerate the 


| Serious a eNO which are entailed by 


long hours, close confinement, want of regular 
and sufficient time for meals, bad air, want 
of seats, and absence of sanitary provisions. 
“The evil results of these are also frequently 
traceable in the children of women who have 
been employed as shop-assistants. Dr. Service 
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says: ‘Mothers with children of from 1 to | 
10 or 12 years of age frequently come to us 
wondering why their children are so delicate. 
Neither of the parents, nor any of their for- 
bears, are, or were delicate, and they cannot 
see why their children should be so. But on 
inquiring, it is found that the mothers worked | 
dior in shops, mills, or warehouses under | 
conditions not suitable to sound health; and | 
debility, slight and unnoticed, takes hold of | 
the constitution, and it is only after some | 
years of married life that the mischief shows | 
itself in mother and children.’ 

“An important feature to be taken into 
account in considering the long hours worked 
is the high temperature and vitiated atmo- 
sphere in many of the shops, especially after 
the gas is lit. I have found a temperature of | 
75 deg. and 80 deg. Fahr. registered on my 
thermometer on visiting some of these shops, 
with 40 deg. in the outside air. 

“Witness No. 503 is married, and keeps a 
newspaper shop of her own, which is open 
from 8 a.m. to Ll p.m. or 12 midnight. 
ness stated she would be very glad to close 
earlier if the other shops did the same. In 
some of these shops the girls are kept on duty 
continuously, this is more especially the case 
where one girl only is employed. The average 
wage is 10s. per week. In scarcely any of 
these shops in this district is lavatory accom- 
modation provided. Witness said she knew 
of drapery shops where the hours are from 
8 a.m. to 9 p.m., and in some cases to 10 p.m., 
while they are kept open till 11 p.m. and 12 
midnight on Saturdays. In these shops the 
girls are allowed half an hour off for break fast, 
and one hour for dinner. ‘Total hours worked 


os week 82 and 89 (not including meal hours). | 


No seats are provided, and there is no sanitary 
accommodation. Witness stated that there 
are frequent cases of girls completely breaking 
down in health in these shops.” 


The members of that Labour Commission 
report that there is abundant evidence to 
prove that most serious results to health 
have been brought'about. Seats are seldom 
provided ; they were found in four out of 
thirty-three of the London shops at which 
information was obtained, and in only 
three in sixty-three in the provinces. The 
workers who were questioned in Scotland 
were, without exception, in favour of the 
compulsory provision of seats, and they 
regarded the proposal that they might 
retire to other rooms as impracticable ; 
even where there was plenty of room 
there were no seats. This holds good in, 
the four or five principal cities of Scot- 
land, from which a general cry arises for 
legislation. This, my Lords, shows that 
the case can hardly be called trivial, and 
to a certain extent—to a considerable 
extent I should say-—it meets the adverse 
opinion of the noble Lords. We find that 
there is a general admission on the part 
of the trade in favour of the provision of | 
| 


{11 Juty 1899} 


Wit- | 


| We 
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seats, but in by far the majority of the 
cases that excellent profession of faith 
stops there, and the main reason for the 


/non-adoption of the system appears to be 


the fear of offending customers. They 
suppose that ladies coming in to do their 
shopping would be struck with horror at 
the sight of any shopwoman sitting 
down, even though she might rise to 
serve the customer. [| think those must 


| be queer customers who can be atffe 
be queer custome i be affected 


by so slight a so-called offence. There 
are queer customers all the world over, 
but | certainly think that their prejudices 
and fancies ought not to weigh in the 


iscale for one moment against the evil 


which the present system entails, and one 
cannot but think that after a time the 
customers would get used to the custom. 
I think there can be no doubt that public 
opinion has had considerable influence in 
certain localities, certainly in the larger 
establishments in the West End of 
London where accommodation, so far as 
seats are concerned, is provided, and every 
care is taken of the workers. But we 
have evidence to show that this care and 
this consideration do not hold good in the 
vast majority of shops in the kingdom. 
have evidence to show that the 
mechanical difficulty can easily be over- 
come. Mr. Ely, of Peckham, a draper 
who employs forty girls, has adopted a 
turning seat under the counter, which he 
assures us, from the experience of six 
years, answers admirably well, and this 
system has, we find, been adopted in 
other shops with marked success. The 
hours in the East End of London asa 
rule are much longer than ir the West 
of London, and the objection in the 
former case is that seats would be impos- 
sible because the custom comes in great 
rushes at late hours, and therefore that 
it would be impossible to put them up. 
One cannot but believe that the con- 
venience of seats might easily be availed 
of at the time when business is more 
slack and before the rush of the flood. In 
passing, my Lords, I would tike to refer 
to those countries where by law seats 
have been provided. This is the case in 
New Zealand, in Victoria, Australia, in 
the United States in Connecticut, in 
Pennsylvania, in Michigan, in Ohio, and 
in New York, and in Canada in the pro- 
vince of Ontario. It is curious that the 
Act of 1881 to provide seats in New 
York was evaded for fourteen years on 
account of there being no provision for 
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inspection. <A Legislative Committee re- 
ported in 1895 in favour of inspection, 
and iaspection was accordingly by law 
established. They used these words : 
“The importance of providing proper seats, 


and promoting their use at reasonable times, 
cannot be overestimated.” 


{LORDS} 
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| that there shall be one seat to every three 


| instead of two. 


They number one seat to three assistants | 
behind the counter, and now, in towns of | 


over 3,000 assistants, the law is enforced. 
I am sorry to say that the New York City 
Council has been in 
Tammany Hall Ring. The President of 
the Board of Health, who is responsible 


the hands of the. 


for the failure to appoint special inspec- , 


tors, was, it is alleged, one of the very 
shopkeepers who for fourteen years had 
defied the law of 1881 by refusing to 
place seats in his shop. The consequence 
of this is that the inspection is not carried 
out. In Ontario Clause & of the Act 
- empowers that : 


“ The occupier of any shop in which females 
are emp!oyed shall all the times provide, and 
keep therein, a sufticient and suitable seat or 
chair for the use of every such female, and 
shall permit her to use such chair or seat 
when not necessarily engaged in the work or 
duty for which she is employed in such shop.” 


The inspector states that : 


“The injury to the health of females em- 
ployed in workshops, factories, and mercantile 
establishments, im consequence of their being 
compelled to be constantly on their feet, is un- 
deniable. In many cases a female can perform 
her duties just as well sitting on a chair, stool, 
or bench, as she can standing. To require her 
to become unnecessarily exhausted, to simply 
gratify a silly whim, looks too much ‘like 
tyranny.” 


The inspector goes on to say : 

“J have visited some of the mereantile esta- 
blishments quite frequently in order to see that 
the stools, when once provided, are kept in 
locations available for use by the saleswomen. 
I have heard no complaint that the privilege 
has been abused, or that the results have been 
hurtful in any way to the firm by which it was 
granted.” 


The Bill whose Second Reading I have to 
propose prescribes that employers shall 
provide seats behind the counter, but 


there is some objection to giving inspee- 


tors undue authority. I shall propose in 
Committee to strike out the words in line 
10, “or in such other place as an inspec- 
tor under this Act may direct.” The Bill 
roposes one seat for every two assistants. 
Ve intend to alter that, and make it read 
The Duke of Westminster. 


An Amendment will be 
moved by Lord Ribblesdale extending 
this English and Irish Act to Scotland. 
It is purposely elastic; we do not say 
what form the seat should take, but we 
leave that to the good sense of the shop 
people. We hold, my Lords, that in this 
Bill there is no departure from principle. 
The question concerned is the health of 
the community, in which the law has con- 
stantly intervened with general benefit. 
A prominent Member of the Government, 
a few years ago, in a speech delivered in 
the Town Hall at Birmingham, in em- 
phatic and strong language, which is 
habitual to him, said : 


“Tsay that wherever the health and the 
happiness of the whole community is at stake, 
I am prepared to interfere even with that 
sacred thing, adult male labour. And remem- 
ber that it is not a new thing. Whenever 
any proposal of this kind is brought forward 
we always have the old ery which was brought 
forward against the Factory Acts. The Fae- 
tory Acts, ina hundred different ways, inter- 
fere with the arrangements between employers 
and employed, even where the employed are 
adult males. The same objection applies to 
the Truck Acts, to the Acts for regulating 
merchant shipping, and to a hundred different 
Acts of Parliament, and especially to the whole 
of those Acts which deal with Lrish land legis- 
lation. Well, if it be right in these cases, for 
the benefit of the great majority, to interfere 
with the absolute liberty of adult males, surely 
we have got a very strong case for making 
another exception in the case of the shop- 
keepers.” 


Without any accumulation of evidence or 
further inquiry, we hold it to be a 
sufficient proof of the necessity for legis- 
lation when, as in this case, voluntary 
effort has signally failed. Who can doubt 
that the prolonged hours during which 


, the female assistants are not allowed to 


sit down cannot but be productive of in- 
jury to the comfort and to the health of 
thousands of young women, many eventu- 
ally to become mothers, and, therefore, 
injurious to the health and vigour of the 
nation ? This is a step in the direction of 
the prevention of cruelty to women, and 
as such I beg to commend the Bill to the 
House. 


Moved — 

“That the Bill be read 2+.” 
Westminster.) 

Lorp SHAND: My Lords, as_ the 
noble Duke has mentioned that on the 


(The Duke of 


former occasion when a Bill on this sub- 
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ject was before your Lordships I ventured 
to move its rejection, you will not be sur- 
prised that I feel it my duty to take the 
same course upon the present occasion. 
It is true that the former Bill was made 
applicable to Scotland only, and that I 
objected to the invidious 
which was then drawn between Scotland 
and the rest of the Empire. I indicated 


that I regarded the Bill as having been | 


sent up in the nature of a balloon, to see 
how the wind blew, in view of future 
legislation of the same character applic- 
able to the whole of the United Kingdom. 
On that occasion your Lordships unani- 
mously decided that the Bill should be 
rejected, but practically it was withdrawn 
with the consent of the House. The 
measure now before your Lordships is 
really word for word the same, and the 
objections which applied to the principle 
of the former Bill apply to the principle 
of this Bill. I had expected that the 
noble Duke would have given some ex- 
planation as to why this Bill was allowed 
to go through the House of Commons 
without a word being said in its favour, 
specially in view of the fact that a 
similar Bill applying to Scotland was re- 
jected in this House. In my opinion, it 
was due to this House, the former Bill 
having been presented, discussed, and 
rejected in this House, that something 
should have been said by those who were 
proposing the present Bill, which is iden- 
tical in terms with the one which was 
thrown out by this House a few weeks 
ago. I ventured to express the hope, 
when I addressed your Lordships on the 
first measure, that I should not be re- 
garded as wanting in sympathy with shop 
assistants in moving the rejection of the 
measure, for during the eighteen years 
that I had the honour of oceupying the 
position of a judge of the Supreme Court 
in Edinburgh I spent much of my time 
and energy in advancing the interests of 
the very class of people who will be 
affected by this Bill. I was president 
of the first mechanics’ institute founded 
in the United Kingdom, a school attended 
by a great number of people of both sexes 
and of all classes, and I had the satisfac- 
tion, on retiring from my position as 
president, of leaving 3,300 students, as 
against 300 when I assumed the _presi- 
dency. I instance the fact that many 
thousands of the class for whom this 
legislation is proposed are reaping the 


benefit of the education given in that 
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distinction | 
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institute, as showing that I am not out of 
sympathy with the object of this Bill, 
although I am entirely out of sympathy 
with the methods by which it is proposed 
to be carried out. I believe it is quite 
true, as has been stated by the noble 
Duke, that an evil does exist in the 
direction which he has described. I be- 
lieve from my heart that it is a very bad 
thing in many cases that young women 
should be kept standing for long hours 
without the means of sitting down. But, 
on the other hand, I think this class of 
legislation, appropriately called “ grand- 
motherly legislation,” will, if adopted, 
prove very injurious in the future. The 
figure of the thin edge of the wedge has 
been so often used that I will change it, 
and say that, if you allow a small stream 
of this kind to run quietly past, you will 
in a short time havea torrent of measures 
of the same class relating to servants of 
every kind, and encroaching upon social, 
commercial, and even domestic life. It 
has been the pride of this nation that 
we have been able to do without this 
kind of legislation hitherto. I hope the 
noble Duke, and those who think with 
him, will give me, and those who think with 
me, credit for full sympathy with shop- 
assistants, but, still, I think benevolence 
pursued without proper judgment, how- 
ever good its objects may be, or upon 
methods which are improper, will, like 
indiscriminate charity, prove extremely 
mischievous in the result. On that 
ground, sympathising entirely with the 
object of the Bill, I would suggest that 


the measure ought to be rejected. The 
class of legislation of which this is 
an instance, is one of which I 


think we have had too much lately. 
It involves an unnecessary and mis- 
chievous interference with people in the 
conduct of their business, and that liberty 
of contract which is a branch of the great 
privilege of liberty of action. This is an 
attempt to introduce legislative control 
in the ordinary affairs of life—commercial, 
social, and private. It appears to me to 
be a question of much larger importance 
than that of providing seats for shop 
assistants, and my objection to it, as 
before, is that it is a matter which should 
be left to voluntary effort, which I am 
sure would be suecessful in finding a 
remedy for the evil. I would further 
press upon the House that, if such a Bill 
as this is passed, it will be impossible to 
forecast the end to which the extension of 
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the principle may lead. 
that something should be done. 


{LORDS} 


I have conceded | sympathy in such matters. 
I would | the life of me suppose that the moment a 
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I cannot for 


suggest, as a remedy, that ladies should | man becomes a draper or warehouseman 
intimate at the various shops where they | he loses all human sympathy and con- 


find there is a want of consideration to 
the comfort and health of the shop 
assistants that they will cease to deal at 
those shops unless the evil is remedied. 
The result will be that they will, by 
voluntary effort, secure what you are 
asking for in this Bill. I find: in the 
Lancet, a copy of which was sent to me by 
the Association of which the Duke of 
Westminster is patron, and of which Sir 
John Lubbock is president, a strong con- 
demnation of the “no seats” rule. 
Lancet proceeds :— 


“Can nothing be done to stop this—as we 
once called it, without the least exaggeration 
or sensationalism—‘ cruelty to women’? The 
women who are most concerned dare not com- 
plain for fear of losing their situations. What, 
then, is the remedy ? 
list was productive of good results, but the 
real prevention of this abuse of labour rests 
almost entirely with the women who deal with 
the firms who are cruel to their employees. 
There are many women, we know, who, alas ! 


sex, and who, for the sake of merely passing 


an idle hour, compel —— to show them | 


article after article, while at the same time 
they know that their purchase will ultimately 
be a small one or even nothing. 
do not appeal, but leave them to be dealt 
with by the humane, and larger, majority of 
their sex. 
with feelings for her sisters, the woman of love 
and sympathy, the true woman in every sense 
of the word—we appeal for help in this matter. 
If such women would abstain from purchasing 


The | 


| sideration, and is not prepared to look to 


'the benefit of his employees and do his 


The publication of our | 


best for them. For the last eight or nine 
years an association of drapers and others 
have been by voluntary effort bringing 
about what Parliament is now asked to 
do by legislation. The association to 


which I refer is known as the Volun- 
tary Early Closing Association. They 


have held meetings every year, and have 
done a very great deal in this direction. 
At the last annual meeting the chairman 
referred to the question why the associa- 
tion came into existence. The reply was 
that he and Mr. Bryce Grant were origin- 
ally on the board of the parent institution, 
and at that time the association was 
carrying on good work, but when they 
adopted the policy of legislation to 
compulsorily close early, he and his friend 


| were obliged to retire from the board, and 


.* | members. 
have no sympathy with other members of their | 


To the true woman—the woman | 


this also caused the secession of many old 
Hence the “Voluntary” 
Association was formed, and the success 
it had met with bore evidence to the fact 
that the principles of the association 


To tl | Were more in accordance with the opinions 
0 ese we |! 


of the trading classes generally. Another 
gentleman who spoke at the meeting, said 
he had it on the authority of Sir John 
Lubbock that next session strenuous 
efforts would be made to pass the Early 


| Closing Bill, but that, he said, was a Bill 


at shops where they see that employees are | 
compelled to work from morning till night | 
without permission to rest from their labours, | 
even when opportunity oceurs, we should soon , 


see the end of a practice which ruins the health 
and shortens the lives of our shop-girls.”’ 


T could not better express what I regard 


as the remedy for the evil of which the | 


noble Duke complains. I find in the 
Report which the Early Closing Associa- 


| for it. 


tion have issued a long list of firms | 
| —a Bill which he believed could easily be 
rendered inoperative, and which would not 


who immediately acceded to the wish of 
the Association with regard to the pro- 
vision of seats. In all 296 business 


houses, when applied to to provide seats | 


for their assistants, complied with the 
request, which shows that by such volun- 
tary work, and by the assistance of ladies 
themselves, the lot of the shop assistant 


ean be improved without infringing on | 


the principle of legislating on matters of 


this kind, which should be left to the | 


they could not regard with favour. They 
did not want to be treated as a parcel of 
children, but they did want, he added, to 
lighten the hours of their employees, and 
that was the object of their association. 
He believed they were doing a great deal 
of good in that respect, and especially in 
those districts where there was most need 
If by voluntary effort they could 
bring about early closing they need not, he 
thought, trouble about the compulsory Bill 


recommend itself to the tradesmen of 
London. I would remind your Lordships 
that this association is in active work 
now, and it appears to me that this is the 
proper manner in which we should expect 
an evil of this kind to be met. It strikes 
me that it must be an extremely disagree- 
able thing for a tradesman to find in- 
spectors coming in and picking holes here 


action of those who undoubtedly have | and there in his management. I admit 


Lord Shand. 
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that in factories, where there is danger to | The Bill then provided that : 


life, or where noxious gases are used, it 
may be right for Parliament to interfere 


taken; but to say that as to the details 
of a man’s business there is to be legisla- 
tion of this kind appears to me to be a 
very extravagant proposal, For 
reason [ have ventured to again address 


| 


“Every female employed as aforesaid shall 


os : . | be allowed reasonable intervals during which 
and to insist that every precaution is , 


that | 


your Lordships upon this question. There , 


is another matter on which I should like 
to say a few words. I refer to the diffi- 
culties which are to be expected from an 
endeavour to carry out the proposals con- 
tained in this Bill. 


she may use the sitting accommodation required 
by this Act. Any person failing to ——- 
with the provisions of this Act shall be liable 
in a penalty of not more than £3 from the first 
offence, and for a second or subsequent offence 
not less than £1.” 


I would ask how could anyone sit judi- 
cially and decide a question as to whether 


,a female employed had been allowed 


If a measure of this | 


kind is passed you will, in my opinion, | 


create much more hostility between 
employer and employed than exists now. 
Employers will say that if the Government 
are going to compel them to do this and 
that they will stop at the point which the 
Government have reached, and, instead 
of evincing a desire to improve the posi- 
tion of their employees, there will be a 
reluctance to do anything. 
another point which the House would do 
well to consider. In a very able letter 
to The Times, written by a lady who takes 
very great interest in women’s work, the 
writer expresses the opinion that if you 
tighten the restrictions that apply to 
women in business the result will be 
that you will crush a great many of them 
out altogether. I believe that has been 
the result of the Employers’ Liability 
Bill. For instance, many masters since 
the passing of that Act have taken 
care that they will only have healthy, 
strong men in their employ. If you push 
this class of legislation into small details, 
as proposed in this Bill, you will, in the 
first place, destroy the sympathy of 
employers with their workpeople, and, 
in the second place, bring about the dis- 
missal of a number of female shop assis- 
tants who are now employed. The Bill 
bristles with penalties. From the present 


Bill the following provision, which 
appeared in the Seats for Shop Assistants 
(Scotland) Bill, has been judiciously 


dropped out, but if this Bill passes it will 
no doubt come up in the course of next 
year, namely : 

“A female employed as aforesaid shall not 
be prevented by regulation or otherwise from 
being seated when not actually engaged in te 
course of her employment, and shall not be 
dismissed, nor have her wages reduced, on the 
ground that she has used the sitting accommo- 
dation provided for her, unlessit isfound she has 
nsed it unreasonably often or for an unreason- 
ably long time on any day.” 


| 


But there is, 


said to be injurious to health. 


reasonable intervals during which she 
might use the sitting accommodation 
required by this Act, or determine 
whether her dismissal has been due to the 
fact that she had used the sitting accommo- 
dation provided for her unreasonably 
often or for an unreasonably long time on 
any day? It was felt that provisions of 
this kind were necessary to make the Bill 
of the slightest effect, and when these 
provisions are examined it is at once seen 
that they are ludicrous. 


*THE DukE oF WESTMINSTER: 
Being ludicrous, they were very properly 
taken out of the Bill. 


LorD SHAND: If the noble Lord will 
allow me to say so, he leaves the Bill 
without the power of compelling shop- 
keepers to give their assistants the benefit 
of the seat. So long as they provide the 
seats they will have complied with the 
Act. There is another Bill before Parlia- 
ment at the present moment entitled, “ A 
Bill to Amend the Law relating to Shops,” 
in which the very clauses that I have now 


referred to are included with a number of 


other stringent regulations of a similar 
kind. It appears to me that if this Bill 
should pass the result will be a flood of 
Bills on exactly the same lines. Indeed, 
it is clear that such legislation cannot 
stop at shops. We shall be called upon 
to consider the case of domestic servants. 
There are many houses in which the accom- 
modation provided for servants may be 
They are 
in some cases supplied with most inferior 
food, and deprived of holidays ; and the 
principle of this Bill, when once it is 


, sanctioned, must extend to every branch 


of domestic life. It is impossible to draw 
distinctions. In conclusion, I would 
remind the House that we cecided the 
other day precisely the point which is 
now before us, and I should very much 


regret if the House were to stultify itself 
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{LORDS} 


by going back upon its unanimous de- | 


cision of only a few weeks ago. As there 
are other noble Lords who will, no doubt, 
take a different view of the matter, I 
hope they will confine themselves to 
what I venture to say is the only issue 
before us, namely, by what method can 
an evil of this kind be best cured. I 
grant there is a mischief which ought to 
be remedied. I admit that it is an ex- 
tremely bad thing for girls to have to 
stand in these places for a long period, 
and it may be injurious to their health ; 
but this is a class of legislation which 
has not prevailed hitherto in this country 
to any extent, and I hope it never will 
prevail. I therefore move the rejection 


of the Bill. 


THe LORD BISHOP or WINCHES- 
TER: My Lords, I do not think it was 
necessary for the noble and learned Lord 
who has just spoken to explain to the 
House that the motives which have actu- 
ated him and others who have moved with 
him in this matter are of the highest pos- 
sible character. No one who is acquainted 
with the excellent work which the noble 
and learned Lord was able to do north 
of the Tweed will doubt what his sym- 
pathies are in matters of this kind, and 
how much he would desire to alleviate 
the hardships of shop assistants. I would 
go very far with the noble and learned 
Lord in objecting to over-legislation in 
matters which can be described as senti- 
mental grievances. In this case, however, 
the testimony of medical men is  over- 
whelming in favour of the absolute need 
of something being done to better the 
conditions under which the enormous 
number of shop assistants labour. Of 
course, we all admit that there are in 
every class of society, and, above all, 
among those whose manual labour is hard- 
est, a great number of workers who are 
suffering from what would seem to us in- 
tolerable wrongs or grievances, which we 
are powerless hy legislation to meet. The 
condition of the home seamstress, the 
trials aud troubles of some classes of 
domestic servants in small and over- 
pressed establishments, and the condition 
of the shop assistant’s life in other depart- 
ments than that of which we are speaking 
to-night, are all things which we admit 
to be practical ditticulties, but difficulties 
which we feel ourselves perfectly unable 
to attempt to meet by actual legislation 
We must trust to other agencies in those 

Lord Shand. 
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matters. What we who advocate this 
Bill have got to show is that we are not 
dealing now with something that is vague, 
sentimental, or irremediable. We are deal- 
ing with a specific evil which is condemned 
by the indisputable authority of medical 
men, by arguments that are unanswerable, 
and for the remedy of which no kind of 


, inquisitorial inspection of shops is required. 


The arguments which have been advanced 
against this Bill were the identical argu- 
ments that were urged years ago against 
the Factory Acts. Had these arguments 
been allowed to prevail then we should 
now have had boys working in coal mines, 
and other things which, thank God, were 
years ago swept away. The class whose 
lot this Bill will ameliorate are a far larger 
class probably than any one of the classes 
which were affected by any of the Factory 
Acts. The number of female assistants 
in shops is legion, and, while I admit that 
many of them have no grievances at all, 
there are tens of thousands of them in 
regard to whom the evil is getting worse, 
and the House will not be justified in 
trusting to kindness and humane feelings 
for an improvement in their position. 


Something much stronger is needed. 
The method which the noble and 


learned Lord suggested should he em- 
ployed to bring about the result we 
desire would resolve itself into a system 
of boycott. We were, he said, to visit 
shops, find out how many assistants were 
employed there, and the conditions under 
which they were employed. I contend 
that that would be a kind of inquisitorial 
inspection far worse than that which would 
take place under this Bill. Already in a 
large number of drapery shops in London 
and throughout the provinces seats are 
provided, and what we who support this 
Bill desire is that what has been found 
practicable in many shops should, under 
the operation of the law, become the rule 
in all establishments. When the former 
Bill was before your Lordships’ House 
the noble Marquess at the head of the 
Government said - 

“In such matters as sitting down and 
standing up we have hitherto trusted to 
human instincts, leaving people to manage It 
for themselves.” 





That is exactly what the Bill proposes. 
It proposes to allow the shop as- 
sistants to stand up or sit down as 
they please. At present we cannot 
trust to their instinct, for if they 
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desire to sit down they cannot do| his objection to the Bill, but I am bound 
to say that in many interviews I have 


so. Ona matter of this kind, most of us, 
I suppose all of us, speak at second hand 
—-| mean that our practical knowledge of 
‘the details is exceedingly small. 
say, without egotism, that I have tried to 
reduce that ignorance on my part toa 
minimum ? I have not only tried to read 
as much that has been written on the 
subject as I could, but I have interviewed 
a number of employers and employed, 
and also a number of those who have now 
ceased to be assistants, and whose testi- 
mony is therefore specially important 
when we are dealing with this matter. 
During the past few weeks I have made 
surprise visits to several drapery estab- 
lishments in differents parts of London, 
and with much profit to myself, and a 
good deal of innocent amusement to 
others, I have gone behind counters and 
held investigations while sales were going 
on. The result of these experiences is 
to make it absolutely clear to my mind 
that specific legislation is needed to 
ameliorate the conditions under which 
shop assistants labour. In nearly all the 
best managed and most successful shops 
in London seats are provided for the 
assistants. The conditions of life have 
heen made easier in those shops, the 
hours have been decreased, and, although 
there is a conflict of evidence on this 
point, the wages are in many places much 
better than they were years ago. If we 
could trust to this example permeating 
downwards to the smaller shops I should 
feel that there was no need for legislation, 
but we cannot trust to anything of the 
kind. There is no business in which the 
division line is more clearly marked 
between the upper and the lower class of 
shops than the drapery business, and 
in the second class shops things are 
getting worse instead of improving. 
Wages, instead of rising, have fallen 25 
per cent. in those shops during the last 
ten or fifteen years, and the hours of em- 
ployment have got longer. Legislation is 
not possible on these points, but it is 
possible on the definite question of seats, 


and I therefore hope your Lord- 
ships will give the Bill a Second 
Reading. I feel for the kind-hearted 


employer who has for years done all he 
possibly could to make the lot of his 
female assistants as easy and as comfort- 
able as possible, and who may regard this 
Bill as directed against him as well as 
against others. I can quite understand | 

| 


May I, 


| inspection difficulty. 


had with employers I have not found one 
who did not admit that there were a large 
number of others in the trade who did 
need some compulsion of this kind, and 
that perhaps, after all, he ought to 
submit to the inconvenience in order that 
those who need compulsion might be 
made to provide seats for their assistants. 
I think too much has been made of the 
There are at this 


/moment, in every large shop, occasional 


visits of an inspector under the Shop 
Hours and other Acts, and the inspection 
in those cases is of a much more inquisi- 
torial character than would be the case 
under the Bill. The primary objection 
to this Bill is that the provision of seats 
will bring about a lack of smartness in the 
shops, and that customers will not go in 
if they see some of the assistants sitting 
down. Experience has proved that this 
is not the case, for some of the most 
successful and some of the smartest shops 
in London are doing now all that we ask 
them to do in this Bill. I paid a surprise 
visit to a shop in the East End of London 
where eighty girls were employed, and a 
fourth of them were at the time I entered 
sitting down. I am not a judge as to the 
exact attribute of smartness in a shop of 
this kind, but if it can be judged by the 
number of persons present, and the pro- 
gress of a steady business, the provision 
of seats was not a drawback in this 
direction. The objection that if these 
restrictions are placed upon the employ- 
ment of women men will be employed in 
their places is, if I may say so with all 
respect, mere moonshine. An examina- 
tion of the wage table is sufficient to des- 
troy this theory. There are many trades 
in England in which _ restrictions 
have been placed on women’s labour, 
which have not been placed upon 
men. Can any noble Lord mention a 
case in which that has resulted in women 
being replaced by men? I refer specially 
to the textile trades in Lancashire. The 
ordinary custom in Lancashire has been 
to pay men and women the same rate of 
wages, and, instead of women, whose 
hours are restricted, being driven out, 
and men, whose hours are not restricted, 
heing taken on, women are said to be 
ousting men from a great many of the 
textile factories in Lancashire. That is 
an example which [ would ask those to 
take to heart who think that women will 
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be replaced by men if this Bill is carried. | 


It is a singular fact that not a single Mem- 
ber of the House of Commons has opposed 
these Bills. That shows what is the 
popular wish, and I hope your Lordships 
will give effect to it. I saw in the public 


prints that a whip was issued yesterday | 


‘to vote against this Bill, and in which 
this question was spoken of as a paltry 
detail of shop management. I doubt 
whether those who drew up that docu- 


ment would consider it a paltry detail if, 


they had to undergo the hardships which 


this Bill was framed to alleviate, or had | 


to remain standing during the whole of 
this Debate. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp SEC- 
RETARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALts- 
BURY) : My Lords, when the Scotch Bill 
was before this House, I endeavoured to 
point out that one of the most serious 
objections to it was that, entirely without 
inquiry, we were entering upon a novel 
field of legislation, and dealing with 
matters with respect to which we really 
had no knowledge. That same feeling, I 
confess, presses principally upon me now. 
I am not prepared to lay down categori- 
ally any propositions in contradiction to 
those that have been so eloquently ex- 
pressed by the right rev. Prelate, but I 
say that we have had no inquiry upon 
the subject ; that the evidence that he 
gives us is his own evidence, or evidence, 
it may be, of distinguished men, but it is 
evidence that has not been cross-examined 
to, and that is what makes the difference 
between that evidence and the evidence 
which, in respect of all reforms and all 
changes that we have made in regard to 
social questions, has been carefully heard. 
There has been, as far as I know, except 
a short, casual allusion in the huge Report 
of the Labour Commission seven or eight 
years ago, no public inquiry into this 
matter whatever. All the statements 
that are given to us are onone side. I 
do not for one moment question the inte- 
grity and motives of those who make 
these statements, but you know that men 
whose minds are occupied with any fervid 
feeling, philanthropic or otherwise, are 
apt to lose the judicial balance of their 
minds, and to give a very exaggerated 
force to circumstances which do not de- 
serve it, and to neglect circumstances 
which are essential to a decision on the 
question. 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester. 


{LORDS} 


And it is curious that while we 
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have to deal with this question in the en- 
tire absence of official, and what I call 
cross-examined, information, we should 
also be deprived of the advantages which | 
we usually derive from Debates in Parlia- 
ment. In respect of this measure, we 
have not the advantage of the expressed 
opinion of the Members of the House of 
Commons. These measures passed, I 
believe, ata very late hour in the evening, 
when it is not the custom to hold very 
long Debates. They were not debated 
upon at all; they were, no doubt, the 
subject of very anxious and constant dis- 
cussion in the Lobbies of the House, but 


that, very valuable in the formation of 


the Bills, was of no advantage in testing 
the information or the arguments of those 
who supported the Bills, or of allowing 
the interests that were affected by them 
to come and plead their case before 
Parliament. For you must remember, 
my Lords, that this is a__ litigation. 


‘It is the philanthropic persons and 
their clients against the employers. 


I am not saying which is right or which 
is wrong. Be the employers what they 
may, they surely have the common right, 
which every Englishman has, not to be 
interfered with until their case has been 
heard and determined. And this is the 
result of these Bills having been con- 
dueted, not in Debates on the floor of the 
House of Commons, but in those perhaps 
more potent and less seen discussions 
which take place in the Lobby. I have 
tried to find some species of ofticial infor- 
mation upon this Bill, and if I depart 
from my ordinary custom, and read an 
extract or two to your Lordships, the 
blame must be on those who have brought 
forward this Bill with very little official 
or authentic information upon it. In the 
Labour Commission there was one small 
volume on the labour of women, and 
there are Reports from the lady Commis- 
sioners, Miss Orme, Miss Irwin, Miss 
Abraham, and, I think, another, giving 
full replies to a series of questions which 
were sent down to them from the head 
Commissioners. It is very remarkable, 
though the question of seats was in the 
list of subjects to be dealt with, how very 
few answers there are in which that ques- 
tion is touched upon. And you will find, 
as you are going through these Reports, 
that the question of seats occupies a very 
small and insignificant position compared 
to many of those other matters which are 
dealt with by the lady Sub-Commissioners, 
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and compared to those, I am bound to | 


say, which the noble Duke dealt with 
himself. He pointed out that there were 
all kinds of questions—of ventilation, of 
sanitary appliances, and so forth—which 
occupied much greater room in the field 
of objections and complaints. Now, I 
find that in this little volume there are 
some allusions to this question, and I 
think we all agree that there is an evil 
which we earnestly wish to see remedied. 
But the particular remedy which is the 
subject of this Bill is, I think, advocated 
by no one. Miss Orme says : 

“Tt seems that the comfort of the attendants 


does not wholly depend on the existence of 
seats behind the bar. It is nec essary also to 


consider whether they are allowed to use them, | 


and how long they are on duty without rest. 
A girl may be far more tired by being in a bar 
for many hours, even if there are seats, than by 
standing for a few hours with the prospect. of 
complete rest at a fixed time. 


Here is another extract from Miss Orme’s 
report : 


“None of the shop assistants I saw desired 
to have seats behind the counter. 


None of them desire the remedy pre- 
scribed in this Bill. 


“ They approve of seats in show-rooms, where 
a girl can rest comfortably for five minutes. 
The witnesses are unanimous in saying that 
short hours are far more needed than seats. 


Then Miss Orme says : 


“On the whole, the complaints of the women 
are entirely about low wages and searcity of 
work, except that shop assistants also complain 
of uncomfortable homes and long hours.” 


Miss Abraham gives evidence with re- 
spect to Ireland, to which this Bill also 
applies. She Says: 


“In very few cases are seats provided in 
drapers’ shops. The want of seats is not a 
matter of general complaint. The sitting- 
rooms and bedrooms pe meal-rooms are con- 
sidered by shop assistants as matters of much 
graver importance.” 


Miss Irwin, whose name has been quoted 
to-night, says : 
“There is admittedly a difficulty in many 


cases in cad iding seats, owing to the limited 
space be 


where they are provided, owing to the steady | 
flow of customers.” 


{11 Juty 1899} 
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Then there is an extract, which seems 
to me of singular importance, from Mr. 
Pollock, who is general secretary of the 
Scottish Shopkeepers’ Assistants’ Union 
—a man, therefore, who would have no 
employers’ prejudices, and who has a 
great deal of knowledge of the facts. He 
Says : 

“T am not quite clear that it would be 
SS to insist on seats being provided 
ehind the counter or at the side of the assis- 
tants, because in numbers of cases where 
girls are employed in selling what are called 
fancies,’ such as gloves, ete., I believe the 
introduction of seats would mean serious loss 
by causing the removal or curtailment of some 
department from the best business part of the 
warehouse, and the consequent loss of employ- 
ment to the girls.” 


Now the right rev. Prelate, speaking 
almost ecstatically, if you can apply such 
a term to a draper’s seat, said it would be 
absurd to suppose that the employment 
of women could be diminished, or women 
lose their places, in consequence of the 
insistence upon seats. |My impression is 
that Mr. Pollock, the general secretary of 
the Shopkeepers’ Assistants’ Union is, 


upon this matter, a superior authority 
even to the right rey. Prelate. Miss 
Clare Collet, a lady who is most 


deservedly much in the confidence of the 
Board of Trade, says :— 

“T should say that one of the things that 
strike me in this matter is, that we have hardly 
any evidence of the opinion of the employers 
on this question ; ; it is dealt with exclusiy ely 
as a question between the doctors and the shop- 
assistant girls.” 


But I would refer you to the evidence of 
a certain witness before the Commission, 
whose name I do not give—a draper and 
a large employer—who stated that his 
female shop assistants did not work more 
than 74 hours a week, but that if a Bill 
were passed limiting their labour to74 hours 
he should dismiss them and engage men 
instead. I have found this evidence as a 
solitary remnant imbedded in a mass of 
other information. If, of course, we had 
information from the other side coinciding 
with the doctrine of the right rev. Pre- 
late, his views would exercise more in- 
fluence upon us. But wherever we have 
any glimmer into the feelings of the em- 
ploying class, we see it is true that if 


| they are harassed by what they consider 
tind the counter, and there might be | 1 5 
a further difficulty in making use of them | 


undue restrictions and interference, they 
will dismiss the women and employ men 
I do not believe it is merely a 
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question of wages, as the right hon. Pre- 
late thinks ; I believe in many cases that 
between the cost of the employment of 
men and the cost of the employment of 
women, if you take into consideration not 
only the amount of the wages, but the 
nature and the amount of the work done, 
the margin is very small. But be that as 
it may, there are also human feelings to be 
-considered, and this interference of Parlia- 
ment, which is very strongly felt in many 
quarters, may stimulate employers to 
angry and resentful action. I see that 
among those who waited on the noble 
Duke there was a Mr. Johnson, who pro- 
tests against the proposed Bill ; he was 
of opinion that legislation was necessary. 
The Chairman asked : 

“Do you think that without legislation you 
ean touch those in the East-end ?” 


“Yes, I do,” was the reply. He did not 
think legislation was necessary, and said 
they were already waited on morning, 
noon, and night by inspectors. Now that 
feeling exists among them very strongly. 
I have here a letter from a gentleman, a 
friend of my own, whois very well known 
probably to everybody in the House —Sir 
Blundell Maple —and I think I must listen 
to him even in preference to the right 
rev. Prelate. The words that he uses are 
really very moderate, but they are very 
pregnant, and they show the hazard you 
would run by legislation of this kind. Sir 
Blundell Maple says: 

“With regard to this Bill, which is a direct 
interference with the liberty of the subject, I 
cannot see that a good and sufficient case has 
been made out for legislation. It is true that 
some girls are adversely affected by the 
occupation of standing and serving in shops, 
just as many others are adversely affected by 
occupations of a sedentary and close nature in 
work-rooms and factories. In many cases the 
evil is explained by a wrong choice of oceupa- 
tion, bearing in mind the physical powers of 
the individual girls concerned.” 

Sir Blundell Maple is entirely beyond 
suspicion or censure in this matter. He 
goes on to say: 

“ My further objection to this Bill is that, if it 
is passed, it would adversely affect the employ- 
ment of women in shops.” 

That is the point I wish to impress 
upon your Lordships. 


* 4 small shopkeeper would consider that by 
employing one or more women he would be 
subject to the visits of the inspector to see if 
he provided proper and sufficient seats, and all 
such inspection is intensely distasteful to the 


retail trader. I believe that to call the Bill 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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into existence would be to endanger the 
interests of the very persons it is desired to 
serve.” 


That is why I earnestly press upon 
your Lordships the duty of circumspection 
in taking such a step. The great evil, I 
fear, is that the number of women em- 
ployed would be diminished, and that the 
wages of women would go down. The 
great blot upon our civilisation is the 
position of the lower class of women. The 
life they have to endure, the wages with 
which they have to be content, the terrible 
temptations to which if they fail other- 
wise to sustain themselves they are ex- 
posed, and the value which their strength 
and their virtue is to the community to 
which they belong, make me feel that it 
is of the greatest possible importance that 
we should do nothing that would diminish 
the scanty resources of employment and 
support which women now possess. They 
have to run a race bearing a terrible bur- 
den. It has been said that their wages 
are about 10s a week. I have heard it 
put at rather less, and you will find in the 
book to which I have referred cases where 
women are serving for 7s. 6d. or even 6s. 
a week, having out of that to provide 
their lodgings and provisions. It is a far 
more terrible abyss into which they will 
probably be drawn if they should fail to 
obtain from the existing state of society 
the sustenance which they require. Let 
us be very careful before we diminish 
the chance of sustenance which they 


have—before we increase the danger 
of the entire wreck of their moral 
and physical nature. I have heard 
it said again and again that these 


prophecies were common with the former 
social Acts, the Acts associated with Lord 
Ashley’s name ; but they were not ; that 
is an entire mistake. It is perfectly true 
that in those days the danger of general 
non-employment was very strongly before 
the minds of those who resisted the Acts. 
But the particular danger here is that you 
are interfering in a competition already of 
the fiercest and most relentless nature 
between men and women ; you are press- 
ing down the weaker for the benefit of 
the stronger. That does not follow the 
precedent of the former Acts; it is a 
special danger against which you are 
bound to guard. It is not sufficient to 
tell us that in other circumstances and 
with other pleas of justification fallacies 
or mistakes were made by the defenders 
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of existing institutions, and that the mis- 
takes have been discovered by time. I 
do not deny that many mistakes were 
made, but it does not follow that every 
argument against a proposal such as 
this is to be dismissed because other 
arguments in matters wholly dissimi- 
lar have proved to be _ fallacious. 
Remember, my Lords, the evidence | 
have been able to give you. As far as 
that evidence goes—I do not put it higher 
than that—there is a real and substantial 
danger that by putting these new impedi- 
ments in the way of retail traders and 
requiring of them obedience to laws which 
might be very easily made the instru- 
ments of blackmail, you are diminishing 
the market for women’s labour and _in- 
creasing the gravest difficulty with which 
modern civilisation has to contend. Am 
] extreme in asking you that before you 
do that you should take the ordinary pre- 
cautions fully to inform yourselves of the 
circumstances with which youare dealing, 
and that you should give as much ex- 
amination to them as you would give to 
the passing of an Act of Parliament to 
take away a single field from an indi- 
vidual? It appears to me that in dealing 
with such grave issues, in treading upon 
such new ground, it is the least duty 
which patrotism and public spirit would 
call upon you to perform. The noble 
Lord has moved that this Bill be read a 
second time, and, of course, I can do 
nothing else, if I am forced to vote, but 
vote against it. But I do earnestly hope 
that he will take a wiser course, and that 
he will withdraw his Bill and will accept 
our assurance that we will do our best to 
secure a thorough and searching inquiry 
next session. By the result of that 
inquiry I shall certainly adhere, and I 
shall be very glad if the apprehensions, 
which I think the circumstances and 
information that I have obtained justify 
me in entertaining, should turn out to be 
without foundation. 


Eart CARRINGTON : Being an 
elected member of the London County 
Council for one of the most populous dis- 
tricts, and having amongst my constituents 
a large army of these poor shopwomen and 
girls, it would be simply an act of moral 
cowardice on my part if I did not raise my 
voice and express a hope that the House 
will support this Bill. Three weeks ago the 


wives and daughters of many of your: 


Lordships acted as saleswomen at the 
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Bazaar at the Albert Hall, in support of 
one of the London hospitals ; and I tremble 
to think what would happen to them, 
after the fatigue they experienced, if they 
had to stand behind a counter from 
eight to twelve hours a day five days a 
week, and sixteen hours on Saturday 
without the possibility of sitting down, 
which has been provided for the clerks in 
all the Post Offices under the Govern- 
ment. What answer will your Lordships 
be able to give to your wives as to your 
reason. for voting against this Bill ? Those 
who vote against it will probably say that 
in their opinion the Bill is opposed to all 
principles of political economy ; that they 
were struck by the observations of Lord 
Shand, when he said that these matters 
could be put right by voluntary effort, 
and that if this legislation were adopted 
other legislation would follow to compel 
people to supply their servants with 
macintoshes, goloshes, and umbrellas. 
They may say that this is the thin edge 
of the wedge, and that they were much 
impressed by the weighty speech made a 
few weeks ago by the Noble Marquess, 
who asked if your Lordships were pre- 
pared to have an army of inspectors exami- 
ning your houses to see that there were a 
sufficient number of chairs placed at stated 
intervals, so that at moments of exhaus- 
tion the housemaids might sit down. 
There now appears to be a change of 
front. We are told that these evils are 
admitted, and that there are also other 
evils which must be inquired into. The 
Government say that if this Bill is now 
withdrawn they will examine into the 
whole subject, and introduce legislation 
next year. I hope the noble Duke will 
stick to the Bill and not accept any com- 
promise, and in that way save these hard- 
working and unprotected women from 
another twelve months’ misery and 
suffering. 


THE Earn oF PORTSMOUTH: I 
earnestly hope that my noble friend will 
not accept the proposal of the noble 
Marquess at the head of the Govern- 
ment, who has held out a challenge which 
I would like to take up. He has told 
your Lordships that on this important 
matter there has been no official expres- 
sion on the part of the supporters of 
this Bill in the other House. I un- 
doubtedly agree with the noble Marquess 
when he says that part and_ parcel 
of this evil is the long hours which 
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these unfortunate women have to 
work, and I do not think it has been 
sufficiently impressed upon the House 
that they work eighty-four hours a week 
ina stuffy and unwholesome atmosphere. 
But a very distinguished and important 
member of Her Majesty's Government 
has already expressed himself very 
strongly upon this question. Mr. 
Chamberlain, speaking at a great meeting 
at Birmingham as long ago as 1892, in 
support of Sir John Lubbock’s Shop 
Hours Bill said : 


“ People of all parties are represented on this 
platform, and, in their presence, I assert that 
this question is a question which is more 
urgent and more important for the welfare of 
the people than any constitutional changes— 
whether in Ireland or elsewhere—and that it 
ought, therefore, to be put in the first rank in 
any programme, either of the Parliament or of 
Her Majesty’s Government. 


Since that time the right hon. Gentle- 
man has occupied a most important posi- 
tion in her Majesty’s Government, but 
nothing has been done. Those who feel 
strongly on this subject, as I myself do, 
are not prepared to allow this matter to 
be indefinitely shelved. No doubt Sir 
Blundell Maple is entitled to have an 
opinion upon this question, but I should 
like to ask the noble Marquess, and your 
Lordships, why, if Sir Blundell Maple held 
these strong views in opposition to this 
Bill, he did not in his place in Parliament 
speak against it; and why, if this Bill 
introduces such novel and dangerous prin- 
ciples as has heen stated, the Government, 
of which the noble Marquess is Prime 


Minister, and which has almost the 
largest majority ever possessed by 


any Government, did not take — steps 
to have the Bill referred to a Select Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons. The 
answer is conclusive. The Government 
did not do it because they dared not. 
Although I am prepared to respect the 
individual opinions of noble lords on this 
question, I maintain, with the greatest 
respect, that the House will not be acting 
wisely in ignoring the unanimous opinion 
of the people, properly expressed through 
their representatives in the House of 
Commons. Anyone who has been in the 
House of Commons knows the great 
difficulty which is experienced in getting 
any measure through which is not a 
Government measure. I received a letter 
recently from Sir John Lubbock saying 


that although his Early Closing Bill had | 


The Earl of Portsmouth. 


{LORDS} 


passed its Second Reading without any 
opposition, and had gone through the 


Grand Committee on Trade, he was not. 


able to carry it further because it had 
been persistently blocked by the 12 o’clock 
rule. This Bill, on the other hand, went 
through the House of Commons without 
any opposition, and to shelve it now 


would be a fraud and an imposture to. 


which I will not be a party. 


*THE LorpD BisHop or RIPON: My 
Lords, I trust the noble Duke will not 
withdraw this Bill. I cannot help think- 
ing that it is wise and well that we should 
have the courage to express our opinions 
on matters of this kind. Arguments have 
heen addressed to your Lordships which 
must unquestionably have weight with all 
those who are ready to give a favourable 
and dispassionate consideration to the 
matter, and no one will be so audacious 
as to imagine that the Bill, if passed, will 
be passed without Amendment. But on 
the general principle of the Bill I hope 
we shall have an opportunity of pro- 
nouncing judgment. The noble Marquess 
has said that there is lack of official evi- 
dence. Ido not pretend to come here as 
an expert, nor have I taken that pil- 
grimage of philanthropy which has been 
taken by my right Rev. Brother, but at 
the same time [ think we ought to re- 
member that this question of seats in 
shops is part of a larger question which 
has formed the subject of considerable 
inquiry in times past. There was an 
inquiry in 1886 and another in 1895, and 
these inquiries related to the condition 
of shop assistants, the provision of seats 
being touched upon. Those inquiries 
were open, and employers of labour 
if they had chosen to give evidence 
were welcome. The Drapers’ Chamber of 
Commerce is entirely in favour of this 
Bill, and I claim that that chamber repre- 
sents a large amount of expert opinion. 
The associations connected with this 
movement which have considered this 
matter are all in favour of the Bill, and it 
is not on the casual investigation of a few 
irresponsible individuals that the views in 
favour of the Bill which have been pre- 
sented to your Lordships have been 
arrived at. They are the result of twenty 
years’ agitation and consideration. There- 
fore I hope that at least your Lordships 
will go to a Division on the Bill. The fear 
has heen expressed more than once to- 
night that if you pass this measure you 
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will harass the position of women and 
reduce their means of employment. It 
would be a sad and sorry thing to increase 
the difficulties connected with the employ- 
ment of women, but I do not believe the 
Bill will have that result, or that it will 
injure the interests of shopkeepers them- 
selves. I quite admit that there is a very 
slight margin of difference between 


the wages paid to men and to women | 


in the smart West-end shops, but not 
so in the shops which will be mainly 
affected by this Bill. In the West End 
shops you have the young lady who can 
command a considerable wage, but when 
you go to the other class of shops you 
have to deal with the assistant who can- 
not claim a wage which you would imagine 
she ought to be able to claim; and my 
belief is that, in the case of the shops 
which are specially concerned, the difte- 
rence between the wages of men and 
women assistants is such that the shop- 
keepers will think twice before they dis- 
possess the women and employ men. 
There are a great many people who 
attempt to prophesy and threaten evil 
things when legislation of this kind is pro- 
posed, and we know perfectly well that 
when the factory legislation was first sub- 
mitted it was said that we should interfere 
with trade, but this was successfully 
answered by the startling increase in 
trade which followed the passing of the 
first Factory Act. The preservation of 
health, in the end, is a great economy, 
and I do not believe the shopowner will 
find that he is other than the gainer 
by a Bill of this kind. <A fear has 
also been expressed that a shopkeeper 
who provides seats for his attendants 
may lose custom on that ground. I 
believe, on the other hand, that he wil! 
gain custom thereby. I do not think 
there are any ladies who would be 
offended because they came across a shop- 
assistant seated when they entered a 
shop. Customers leave a shop because 
of what they call the impertinence or the 
indifference of the person who is serving 
them. Is not the apparent bad humour on 
the part of the shop-assistant largely due 
to her having been standing for so long a 
time? When we complain of the ill- 
temper of those who serve us, we often 
forget that ill-temper is the result of 
fatigue and nervous exhaustion. There 
will be no loss to the shopkeeper when 


once it has been secured that those who | 


serve the public serve them under con- 
VOL. LXXIV. [FourtH SERIEs. ] 
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ditions of health which make for good 
temper and a cheerful, and not reluctant, 
smile. I would be slow, indeed, to inter- 
fere with trade, but wherever an evil 
which is being suffered is likely to touch 
the vital interests of society at large, 
then I contend that legislation is fairly 
justified in interposing. Is this a case of 
that kind? I venture to say it is. Your 
Lordships have placed before you evi- 
dence of medical men and others, which | 
am sure you will not disregard, pointing 
to the dangers attending the present 
state of things. The tens of thousands 
of women who are engaged in this shop 
work represent the potential motherhood 
of unborn generations. Individual health 
is not merely the capital of the poor; it is 
also the national capital, which we cannot 
afford to dispense with, and in the interests 
of the national health I ask your Lordships 
to pause before you reject this measure. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I do not think I ought to give a 
silent vote upon this question, but I shall 
avoid going into the general topics which 
have been admirably dealt with by the 
noble Lords who have spoken in favour 
of the Bill. I am more disposed to 
endeavour to deal with the argument used 
by the noble Marquess in favour of not now 
proceeding with the Bill, but of relegat- 
ing the matter to inquiry. 1 could not 
help feeling, when I listened to the noble 
Marquess, that the proposal he made was a 
very convenient mode of shelving the 
question for no one knows how long. 
The noble Marquess dwelt very much 
upon the many other evils under which 
women labour in shops, and upon the 
necessity of not restricting ourselves to 
this subject, but of entering upon a 
general survey of the whole question. 
General surveys take very long indeed 
before they bear fruit. One cannot help 
thinking of the old-age pensions question, 
which we have had before us for many 
years, and of many other subjects of the 
same kind. To-night, however, we have 
a definite, plain, and simple point before 
us. Personally, I have no special know- 
ledge on this matter, but I can hardly 
understand that anyone can doubt that it 
is a most intolerable thing that large 
numbers of young women should have no 
means of sitting down for hours and 
hours together. I am not a_ partisan, 
and I never was in favour of very much 
interference in small matters of trade. 

hk 
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I remember all the discussions which 
took place upon the factory legislation 
Every kind of objection was raised by 
employers of the highest repute to that 
legislation, for they really and truly 
believed that if we interfered in the way 
Lord Shaftesbury and those who acted 
with him proposed, a fatal blow would be 


dealt at some of the great industries of | 


We have had the benefit of 
experience. It has been positively and 
clearly shown that the legislation, 
whilst it has prevented some of the 
greatest, and some of the most cruel evils, 
has not interfered with the prosperity of 
the country. In the case of women and 
children, | think it is amply justifiable 
that the Legislature should in many cases 
directly interfere. This is a case of posi- 
tive cruelty. It is one in which young 
women grievously suffer. We do not 
need any inquiry. One of the right rev. 
Prelates, who has spoken on this subject, 
asked whether we should like it if we 
were compelled to stand during the whole 
of a long Debate; but we are differently 
constituted to women, and there are 
fatigues which we can endure, but which 
are cruelly hurtful to the 
young women. It has been said that 
a certain number of women might 
lose employment if this measure passes. 
Even such a contingency is not to be set 


the country. 


against the necessity of preventing the | 


evils which beset the whole class of shop- 
workers. For these reasons I earnestly 
trust your Lordships will not relegate 


is Bill to an inquiry, } that we shall | 
ree Coen nqery, Wat tat we ake | to say that, after the appeal of the noble 


take a Vote upon it. Allusion was made 
to the fact that not one word was said 
against the Bill in the other House. 


Surely, if there had been any strong, | 


powerful feeling against the measure, it 
would have found expression in the 
House of Commons. It is so easy to bar 


{LORDS} 


| the progress of a Bill in the other House, 
‘that Sir Blundell Maple or any other 


health of | 
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Member could have stopped the measure 
or insisted on its going through its full 
course. I will only say in conclusion that 
I trust the noble Duke in charge of the 
Bill will take the sense of the House 
upon it. 

Lorp KELVIN : My Lords, I am con- 
fident that, if we were convinced that this 
Bill would be beneficial in its results, per- 
suasive eloquence would not be needed to 
induce us to vote for it, but I feel that we 
do not know enough about the subject. 
It is a small and simple issue, utterly un- 
like the question of old-age pensions, 
The proposal to relegate this Bill toa 
Select Committee would not mean the in- 
definite postponement of the Bill, for, if 
the inquiry shows that it is really neces- 
sary, there will be no difficulty in passing 
the measure next session. On this ground 
I hope the noble Duke will accept the 
advice which has been given to him by 
the noble Marquess. If, however, we are 
compelled to vote, I shall have to reluc- 
tantly vote against the Bill, because I am 
not absolutely convinced that its results 
will be beneficial. I do not think it has 
been sufficiently proved that the Bill will 
not seriously impair liberty, and introduce 
evils greater than those which its object 
is to remedy. 

THE Eart or HARDWICKE: I do 
not rise for the purpose of making a 
speech, but as [ came here with the inten- 
tion of supporting this Bill I feel bound 


Marquess to the noble Duke in charge of 
the Bill, I, for my part, shall feel it quite 
impossible to support the measure. 

On Question “ Whether the Bill be now 
read 2¢” their Lordships divided :—Con- 
tents, 73 ; Not-Contents, 28. 


CONTENTS. 


Grafton, D. 
Richmond, D. 
Westminster, D. 


Cowper, E. 
Crewe, E. 


[Teller. } Dartrey, E. 


Haddington, E. 


| Jersey, E. 


bercor’ rs 
iaiae Kimberley, E. 


Abercorn, M. 
Ailesbury, M. 


Bristol, M. | Lichfield, E. 
Mayo, E. 

Amherst, E. Morley, E. 
Bathurst, E. 
Cairns, E. 
Camperdown, E. 
Carlile, E. 
Carrington, E. 
Chesterfield, E. 


The Earl of Kimberley 


tomney, E. 
Spencer, E. 


Lauderdale, E. 


Mount Edgeumbe, E. 
Northbrook, E. 
, Portsmouth, E. 


| Yarborough, E. 


Falkland, V. 
Falmouth, V. 
Gordon, V. 
| Halifax, V. 
Knutsford, V. 
Peel, V. 


(EL. Aberdeen. 


Ripon, L. Bp. 
Winchester, L. Bp. 


Aberdare, L. 

Barnard, L. 

Jattersea, L. 

Boyle, L. (£. Cork and 
Orrery.) 

Braye, L. 
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Brougham and Vaux, L. 
Burghelere, L. 
Burton, L. 
Clonbrock, L. 
Coleridge, L. 
De Mauley, L. 
Farquhar, L. 
Harlech, L. 
Hawkesbury, L. 
Hobhouse, L. 
Iveagh, L. 


| Kinnaird, L. 


Manners, L. 
| Monck, L. (J 


Monkswell, L. 
| Muncaster, L. 
Penrhyn, L. 

| Plunket, L. 

| Reay, L. 
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Macnaghten, L. 


”, Monck.) 
| Monk Bretton, 


Ribblesdale, L. 
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Shute, L. (V. Barrington.) 
Silchester, L. (2. Longford.) 
Stalbridge, L. 

Templemore, L. 

Thring, L. 

Wenlock, L. 

Windsor, L. 

Wrottesley, L. 


| Robartes, L. 
| 

L. | 

| 

| 

| 


[ Teller, ] 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


Halsbury, E. (LZ. Chancellor. | Dudley, E. 
| Feversham, E. 
Fortescue, E. 


Portland, D. Grey, E. 


Waldegrave, E. 


Hertford, M. 


Salisbury, M. Llandaff, V. 


Pembrokeand Montgomery, E. 
(L. Steward.) 

Dartmouth, E. 

de Montalt. E. 


Ashbourne, L. 

Bagot, L. 

Brampton, L. 
_ Calthorpe, L. 


Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House on 
Thursday next. 


MARRIAGES VALIDITY (No. 2) BILL 
(H.L.] 

House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; 
and re-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL [(H.L.] | 


Read 3 (according to Order) ; Amend- 
ments made; Bill passed, and sent to 
the Commons. 


House adjourned at Seven of the clock, 
to Thursday next, half-past Ten of 
the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, llth July 1899. | 





PRIVATE BILLS [Lords]. | 
Standing Orders not previously inquired | 
into complied with. | 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- | 
port from one of the Examiners of Peti- | 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case | 
of the following Bills originating in the | 
Lords, and referred on the First Reading | 
thereof, the Standing Orders not pre- | 
viously inquired into, and which are | 


Clanwilliam, L. (£2 €Vein- 
william. ) 
| Colville of Culross, L. 
Cranworth, L. 
| Fermanagh, L. (£. Erne.) 
| Glanusk, L. 
Kelvin, L. 
Lawrence, L. 
Llangattock, L. 
| Norton, L. 
Shand, L. 
| Wemyss, L. 
[Zeller.] 


[Teller] 
(EZ. Wemyss.) 


applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 


LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY BILL [Lords]. 


ROCHDALE CANAL BILL [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 


time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lords]. 


Standing Orders 
complied with. 


applicable thereto 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating im 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders: 
which are applicable thereto have beem 
complied with, viz. :— 

TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [Lords} 

Ordered that the Bill be read a second 

time To-morrow. 


AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGAPBION. 
BILL. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


Lords 
agreed to. 


R 2 


Amendments considered, and 
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{Lords}. 


GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with | 


Amendments. 
FYLDE WATER BOARD BILL [Lords] 
(by Order). 
Read a second time, and committed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Com- 


mittee : 

1. “That, in the case of 
mouth Corporation Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with: That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill.’ ” 

2. “That, in case of the Workington 
Corporation Bill [Lords], the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with: That 
the parties be permitted to proceed with 
their Bill.” 

Resolutions agreed to. 

SUNDERLAND CORPORATION BILL 

[ Lords]. . 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they agreed to 
MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
IONIAN BANK BILL. 
Without Amendment. 
AYR BURGH BILL. 


SOUTH-EASTERN AND LOND¢ IN, CHAT- 
HAM AND DOVER RAILWAY COM- 
PANIES BILL. 


With Amendments. 


Amendments to— 
GREAT YARMOUTH PIER BILL [Lords]. 


Without Amendment. 


PETITIONS. 


GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 


Petition from Barnet, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 
ALL SAINTS’ CHURCH (CARDIFF) BILL | 


the Ports- | 
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MONEY-LENDING BILL. 

Petition from Liverpool, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 

SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS BILL. 

Petition from Dundee, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 

SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Lye, in favour ; to lie 


upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 
NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY 
(CORRESPONDENCE). 

Return [presented 10th July] to be 
printed. (No, 273.) 

COUNTY OFFICERS AND COURTS 

(IRELAND), ACT 1877. 

Account presented of the Receipts and 
Payments under the Act during the year 
ended the 31st March, 1899 [by Act] ; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


| (No. 274.) 


CONCILIATION ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented of Second Report by 
the Board of Trade of Proceedings under 
the Conciliation Act, 1896 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 275.) 


SIERRA LEONE. 

Copy presented of Report by Her 
Majesty’s Commissioner, and correspond- 
ence on the subject of the Insurrection in 
the Sierra Leone Protectorate, 1898 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 

Copy presented of proposed Amend- 
ment of the scheme relative to the effi- 
ciency of Volunteers under Her Majesty’s 
Orders in Council, dated 31st July, 1880, 
14th April, 1884, etc. ; Draft Efficiency 
Certificate for the Volunteer Medical Staff 
Corps [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


WELLINGTON COLLEGE. 

Copy presented of Report of the 
Governors of Wellington College for the 
year ending 31st December, 1898, with 
accounts [by Command]; to lie upon the 


| Table. 
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AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 


Copy presented of Agricultural Sta- | 


tistics of Lreland, with detailed Report on | | 


Agriculture, for the year 1898 [by Com- | 

mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 

TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 

Copy presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series 
No. 507 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). | 


Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection that they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure, Mr. 
Gold ; and had appointed in substitution 
Mr. Lambert. 


Mr. HaAtsey further reported from the 
Committee that they had discharged the 
following Member from the Standing 
Committee on Trade (including Agricul- 
ture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manu- 
factures, Mr. Kemp; and had appointed 
in substitution Mr. Goulding. 


Mr. HAtsey further reported from the 
Committee that they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping and 
Manufactures, the following Member, Mr. 
Galloway. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITY OF LONDON ACT 


(1898) AMENDMENT. 
Bill to amend the University of London | 


Act, 1898, with respect to Holloway Col- | 


lege, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
John Gorst, Mr. Balfour, and Mr. Attor- | 
ney-General. 


UNIVERSITY OF LONDON ACT 
(1898) AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the University of London 
Act, 1898, with respect to Holloway Col- 
lege,” presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. (Bill 
267). 
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| QUESTIONS. 


BOYS IN THE ROYAL MARINES. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I beg 
_to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
'whether the consent of the parents or 
| guardians is necessary in the case of boys 
| who enlist in the Royal Marines. 


THE FIRST LORD oF THE 
ADMIRALTY (Mr. GoscHEN, St 
George’s, Hanover Square): The only 


boys in the Royal Marines are buglers 
| The parents’ consent is obtained. 
| 

DERELICTS IN THE ATLANTIC. 

Mr. MACDONA (Southwark, Rothevr- 
hithe): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty whether the Admiralty 
sent out Hl. M.S. “Melampus” and 
“Gossamer ” into the Atlantic about 300 
miles to oa for the ocean derelict ship 
‘from Florida, named ‘“Sidurtha,” and 
found her in tempestuous weather, and 
safely brought her into Bantry Bay ; and 
if this success will encourage the 
Admiralty to continue its efforts in this 
direction. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : Yes, Sir, 


give no more definite answer. 


but I can 


CONDEMNED NAVAL STORES. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
his attention has been called to the 
Fourth Report of the Committee on 
Public Accounts, in which attention is 
called to the fact that a large condemna- 
tion of salt pork and salt beef on the 
“Sans Pareil” and other ships, and 
furthermore that 36,000 lbs. of salt meat 
were condemned as unfit for consumption 
|in the victualling yard at Deptford, will 
‘he state whether this meat was foreign 
| or home fed ; and, in view of this enor- 
mous loss of food, the Admiralty would 
consider the advisability of placing con- 
tracts for salt meat with Irish or other 
home curers, so as to ensure a_ periodical 
| supply of wholesome salt meat. 


THe SECRETARY To THE AD- 
| MIRALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 
'S.): No condemnation of meat was made 

in the “Sans Pareil” or any other of Her 
Majesty’s ships, nor were any complaints 
received from them. The meat in ques- 


| tion wascondemned at Deptford. Withthe 


| exception of 800lbs., which was Danish, the 
| whole of the pork condemned was Irish. 
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All the beef condemned was American. | 


The whole of the salt beef consumed in 
the Navy has until recently been obtained 
from America, which is the only avail- 
able commercial source of supply, but 
50,000lbs. is now cured annually at 
Deptford Victualling Yard. In the last 
annual contracts for pork three-fourths 
of the total requirements were alloted to 
Irish firms and one-fourth only to Danish 
firms. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is it not the fact that 
the meat condemned was condemned 
owing to the manner in which it was 
treated in the Victualling Yard 4 

Mr. MACARTNEY: No fault was 
found as to it. It had been properly 
treated in the yard. 


CarpTAINn DONELAN, (Cork, E.): Is 
it not a fact there is only }d. per Ib. 
difference in the price of foreign and 
home bred pork ? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I cannot answer 
that without notice. 


Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.) : 
Does the hon. gentleman say sailors have 
no right to object to rotten pork ? 


(No answer was given). 


ADMIRALTY CONTRACTS. 

Mr. MORRIS (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty if 
Her Majesty’s Government have entered 
into a contract with the Volenite Com- 
pany for a supply of their manufacture 
for steam joints, etc., or do they propose 
doing so. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: No communica- 
tions have passed between the Admiralty 
and the company in regard to their manu- 
factures. 

TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS—MILITARY 

PREPARATIONS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the paragraph in The 
Times of 5th July, with regard to military 
preparations for South Africa, and the 
despatch of special service officers, was 
communicated to that newspaper with the 
knowledge of the Secretary of State for 
War. 

*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpbHAM, 
Dover): Yes, Sir. 


{COMMONS} 
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THE EXPANDING BULLET. 

Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War, whether he will consent to lay upon 
the Table of the House accounts of the 
surgical experiments as to the effects of 
the Mark IV. missile, on the basis of 
which experiments the bullet is now being 
served out to British soldiers sent on 
service to South Africa; and if he can 
state whether the reported condemnation 
of the Dum-Dum bullet by the Peace 
Conference at the Hague has been 
officialiy brought under the notice of the 
War Office authorities, 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Mark IV. 
has been the service bullet for the British 
Army since February, 1898, and, as such, 
has been issued to our troops in South 
Africa. I cannot lay before the House 
reports either of the experiments which 
led to the adoption of that bullet or of 
more recent experiments, since they con- 
tain confidential information. These 
experiments were not merely, as the hon. 
Member suggests, of a surgical character. 
They were conducted to solve a number 
of physical problems, in considering 
which the humanitarian aspect of the 
question was not left out of sight. Our 
representatives at The Hague have re- 
ported the proceedings of the Conference 
from time to time; but these interim 
reports have necessarily been partial and 
inconclusive. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Is it not a fact 
that this bullet has been constructed with a 
view to expand on striking like the Dum- 
Dum bullets ? 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: There are great 
objections to arguing this question by 
way of question and answer. The Jullet 


_ has been constructed to achieve a number 


of objects, one of which is that its calibre 
should be greater later on than when it 
leaves the muzzle of the rifle. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to give notice 
that I shall raise this question on the War 
Oftice Vote. 


STRAW SUPPLIES FOR ALDERSHOT, 

Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that the straw 
now being supplied for the use of the 
Army at Woolwich and Aldershot is 
foreign straw grown in France ; whether 
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it is the custom in contracts for public 
works to specify that British material 
should be used ; and whether there is any 
sufficient reason why such a course should 
not be pursued when tenders are invited 
for straw for the British Army. 

THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.): I am_ not 
aware that French straw is supplied at 
Woolwich and Aldershot. 
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The military | 


authorities only take cognisance of the | 


quality of the straw, and not of its place 
of origin. 


Mr. PERKS: Do they not take cog- 
nisance of the price also ? 

Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Cer- 
tainly. But the hon. Member’s question 


only raises the subject of origin, not of | 


price. 


CAPTAIN DONELAN: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that sufficient straw is 
grown in Ireland to litter all the horses 
of the British Army ? 


(No answer was given.) 


BENGAL ADVOCATE-GENERAL. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
§.W.) had given notice to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether Sir 
Charles Paul, the Advyocate-General of 
Bengal, is at present in Europe; what is 
the period of his leave of absence from 
India; whether anyone has been ap- 
pointed to discharge the duties of the 
office, some of which are of a quasi- 
judicial character, during his absence ; 
and, in particular, to whom can a person 
erroneously convicted apply for a certifi- 
cate that there was error in the decision 
in point of law, as provided by Sec- 
tion 25 of the Letters Patent of 1865; 
and who is empowered, in a case tried by 
a High Court, to enter a nolle prosequi, 
in pursuance of Section 333 of the 
Criminal Procedure Code. On the Ques- 
tion being called the hon. Member said he 
understood that Mr. Woodrofte had been 
appointed to the oftice, but he would like 
to know what interval elapsed between 
Sir Charles Paul’s departure and the 
appointment of his successor. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


INDIA (Lord G. HAmiLtron, Middlesex, | 


Ealing): I cannot say exactly, probably 
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' present in Europe on leave, which expires 


ou the 3lst December, 1899. Mr. J. T. 
Woodroffe, of the Calcutta Bar, has been 
appointed to discharge the duties of his 
office, including those mentioned in the 
third and fourth paragraphs of the Ques- 
tion, during his absence. 


INDIAN CURRENCY. 

Mr. J. M. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India, 
whether under the scheme of the 
Currency Commissioners sovereigns will 
be a legal tender in India at all places 
and for all sums down to the value of £1, 
or only at certain specified centres of 
trade and for considerable amounts ; and 
whether in ordinary inland mercantile 
transactions sovereigns will be ex- 
changeable against rupees in a fixed 
ratio, or, as they are now, at a frequently 
varying valuation in the open market. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The proposal 
of the Indian Currency Committee is that 
the sovereign shall be madea legal tender 
and current coin in India; and they 
make no recommendation that this shall 
be restricted to certain specified centres 
of trade or to considerable amounts. If 
the sovereign is declared by law to be 
legal tender at a fixed ratio, it will be 
open to any debtor in any part of India 
to discharge his debt in sovereigns at 
that ratio. 


THE WAIMA DISASTER. 

Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
UnderSecretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the claim of this country against 
France in respect of the Waima disaster 
has yet been referred to arbitration ; and, 
if not, whether the reference is delayed 
until the claims of the Government of the 
French Republic against the Royal Niger 


'Company and the counterclaim of the 
' company 


against France are __ first 


adjusted. 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
TO THE TREASURY (Mr. HANBURY, 
Preston) (for The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, Mr. BropRIcK, 
Surrey, Guildford): The question of 
the terms on which this question and 
other claims arising out of events in 
West Africa could be submitted to arbi- 
tration is still under the consideration of 


4 month or two. Sir Charles Paul is at | the two Governments. 


i 
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Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs): | would be likely to be served by the ap- 


| pointment of a Royal Commission with 
‘regard to it. 


Will the Government reconsider the ques- 
tion of making an advance to the sur- 
vivors of the slain officers ? 

*Mr. HANBURY: 
about the matter. 


I know 


TORY AT BUFFALO, 
ROYAL COM- 


CANCER—LABORA 
U.S.A. — PROPOSED 
MISSION. 

Sirk CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that the increase in the number 
of deaths from cancer in the State of New 
York has induced the Legislature of that 
State to endow a laboratory at Buffalo 
for the study of that disease ; and if he 
will request the British Embassy at 
Washington to procure copies of any 
official reports on the subject of the insti- 
tution of that State laboratory and its 
working. 

*THE PRESIDENT THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon) 
(for Mr. Broprick): The attention of 
the Foreign Office has not previously been 
called to this fact, but I shall have much 
pleasure in procuring the desired infor- 
mation from Her Majesty’s Embassy at 
Washington. 


Sm CHARLES CAMERON : I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that the number 
of deaths registered as from cancer per 
million of the population of the United 
Kingdom has within the past thirty years 
more than doubled; and whether, in 
view of the increase, he will consider the 
expediency of appointing a Commission 
to inquire into the subject, for the pur- 
pose, if possible, of devising some means 
whereby the frequency of the disease may 
be diminished. 


THe SECRETARY -to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RusseLL, Tyrone, 8.): My right hon. 
friend wishes me to say that the attention 
of the Local Government Board has been 
called to the large increase in the number 
of deaths from cancer. They have, as 
opportunity has arisen, caused scientific 
research to be made into the 
history and causes of cancer 
advised that, in the present state of know- 


ledge on the subject, no useful purpose 


| 


nothing | 


natural 
; but I am | 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Mol- 
ton): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he can state approxi- 
mately what number of Uitlanders in the 
South African Republic have the right to 
exercise the franchise now, and what 
number would have it presuming the con- 
ditions were the same as in the Orange 
Free State ; and if he could state what 
number would receive it within a reason- 
able time under Sir Alfred Milner’s pro- 
posals, and how this would compare with 
the latest proposals of President Kruger. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 


Birmingham, W.): I do not know the 
number of Uitlanders in the South 


African Republic now entitled to exercise 
the franchise. In reply to the other 
questions, I have received the following 
telegram from Sir A. Milner : 


No. 4.—Your telegrams of 28th 


“8th July. 
2, reliable statistics 


June and 7th July, No. 
are unobtainable. Only roughest possible 
estimates can be given. British Agent in 
South African Republic has obtained through 
Vice-Consul at Johannesburg estimate on two 
of the points raised (?two), viz.: (1) What 
number would have franchixe presuming con- 
ditions same as in Orange Free State? 
Answer; approximately 44,000. (2) What 
number would receive it ina reasonable time 
under my proposal? Answer: highest ap- 
“shape ssa estimate is 33,000. Ido not know 
10W these figures are arrived at. But I have 
myself gone somewhat elaborately into figures, 
using such scanty official material as exists, 
and taking account of proportion of persons 
under age to those of full age in different 
classes of population, average death rate, etc., 
using all the statistical data I can get, and 
bearing in mind extremely fluctuating nature 
of opulation, especially miners, think that 
male Uitlanders of full age domiciled in 


| country for five years do not much exceed 


30,000. But, of course, many do not poe 
property or income qualification, and of those 
who do a certain number would not desire to 
become citizens of South African Republic. I 
believe, even if conditions of admission were 
as liberal as possible, not more than two-thirds 
of number become citizens immediately. Two 
independent estimates I have heard of from 
well-informed persons familiar with conditions. 
in Transvaal put number at about 15,000, but 
I do not know basis of their calculation. As 
regards President’s scheme, in its original 
form it would have admitted very few people 
indeed at once-—I think about 1,000.” 


In a further telegram received from Sir 
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A. Milner, he reports the following con- | 


versation with Mr. Hofmeyr: 


“T inquired of Hofmeyr whether Govern- 
ment of South African Republic had any idea 
how many Uitlanders would be admitted 
under this or any scheme. He replied, esti- 
mates varied greatly, but nobody really knew. 
This was one reascn why proportion of 
Uitlanders to total seats could not be finally 
fixed at once. It would be necessary to wait 
and see how many obtain franchise. It would 
take six months at least to complete lists. 
Election could not be held till next year. He 
had advised four new seats for mining districts 
at once; this was what Executive Council 
intended to grant. General scheme of redis- 
tribution would be postponed till later.” 


Mr. J. E. ELLIS (Nottingham, Rush- 
cliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether any communica- 
tions have been made to the responsible 
Ministers of the self-governing Colonies of 
the Cape and Natal with respect to the des- 
patch by the Government of special service 
officers to South Africa to organise the 
residents as well as the police and local 
forces; whether any replies have been 
received to such communications ; and 
whether such communications and replies 
will be laid before the House. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir; 


no such communications have been made. 


Mr. DAVITT: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether he will present 
more Papers with regard to the Transvaal 
to the House ? 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Well, Sir, 
I am very much in the hands of the 
House with regard to the matter. I do 
not think that there is any reason against 
the presentation of the Papers now, but 
at the same time the matter is not con- 
cluded, and any Papers that could be 
presented would be incomplete, and would 
not add much to the information already 
in the possession of the House. But if it 
is desired, I could easily present Papers at 
once as to the suzerainty which have been 
published already in the Green Book of 
the Transvaal, and also the Papers with a 
full account of the Conference at Bloem- 
fontein, which are now rather out of date 
in consequence of subsequent proposals. 


Sir HENRY CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can give the House any infor- 
mation as to the position of affairs in 
South Africa. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: At the 
Conference at Bloemfontein proposals 
were made by Sir Alfred Milner and 
President Kruger respectively as to 
the enfranchisement of aliens in the South 
African Republic. Sir Alfred Milner re- 
garded the President’s proposals as alto- 
gether inadequate to meet the case, and 
the Conference broke up. Since the 
Conference there have been private and 
unofficial discussions between the Govern- 
ment of the South African Republic and 
Mr. Hofmeyr, Mr. Herholdt, one of the 
Cape Ministers, and Mr. Fischer, a Member 
of the Executive of the Orange Free 
State, which have resulted in new fran- 
chise proposals being submitted by Presi- 
dent Kruger tothe First Volksraad of the 
South African Republic. Sir Alfred Mil- 
ner’s proposals were, briefly, franchise 
after five years, retrospective. Under the 
President’s original proposals not a single 


| Uitlander would get the franchise imme- 


diately. Those who came in before 1890 
would get it in two and a half years. 
Others already resident fortwo years would 
have to wait five years longer. Those com 
ing in in future would have to wait seven 
anda halfyears. All would have to undergo 
the objectionable naturalisation period. 
Under the latest proposals the naturalisa- 
tion period is removed. Those who came 
in before 1890 get the franchise at onee, 
and those who came in in 1890 and sub- 
sequent years get it as soon as they have 
completed nine years’ residence. There 
will thus be a small immediate enfran- 
chisement of aliens who are already resi- 
dent in the country, and additions will 
be made each year until five years from 
the passing of the Act, when all aliens 
who have been seven years in the country 
at that time, and who possess the con- 
ditions, may be enfranchised. New- 
comers will be entitled to the franchise 
seven years after they have given written 
notice of their desire to become burghers 
of the State. The number of members 
allotted to the Gold Fields will beinereased 
by four. In the absence of fuller informa- 
tion it is impossible to be absolutely 
certain of the practical effect of the 
whole scheme. So far as we are able to 
judge from the information before us the 
new scheme will have no immediate effect 
on the representation in the First Volks- 
‘aad of the alien population ; it is not cer- 
tain that they could carry any of the seats 
allotted to the Rand until a much later 
period. 
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RAILWAY TIME TABLES. 


Mr. J. E. ELLIS: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware that the railway companies 
usually make, on the lst July and at 
other periods of the year, great and wide- 
spread changes in the running of their 
passenger trains ; that on the lst July last 
it was not possible to obtain in many 
cases any official notification of these 
changes on the part of the railway com- 
panies ; and that, in some cases, the time 
tables were not obtainable before Mon- 
day 3rd and Tuesday 4th July; and 
whether he will represent to the railway 
companies the great public inconvenience 
caused by this belated publication of 
their time tables, and urge upon them 
the necessity of reasonably early official 
notification of changes in their passenger 
services. 

Mr. RITCHIE: I am not myself aware 
of the circumstances referred to in the 
Question of the hon. Gentleman, but 
if they are correctly described they must 
lead to a large amount of inconvenience. 
I shall be glad to communicate with the 
railway companies on the subject, and 
will inform the hon. Gentleman of the 
result. 


INSPECTORS OF RAILWAYS. 

Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he has appointed 
Lieutenant-Colonel Von Donop, R.E., to 
be an inspector of railways; whether 
only military men are selected for such 
posts ; and are all civilians excluded from 
the railway inspectorate. 

Mr. RITCHIE: The answer to the 
first question is yes. The inspectors of 
railways have hitherto been selected from 
the corps of Royal Engineers. The sub- 
inspectors are civilians. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. 

Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derby- 
shire, Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture if he 
can state the amount of the sum to be 
deducted in each case from the amount 
payable to the Counties of Warwick 
and Derby, and from the county 
boroughs of Birmingham and Derby out 
of the Local Taxation grant to provide 
the £87,000 to be taken from the grant 
under the Tithe Rent-Charge (Rates) 


Bill. 
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*THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): The share of the 
counties and county boroughs named in 
asum of £87,000 distributed in the pro- 
portion of what are known as the “ dis- 
continued grants * would amount to £911, 
£1,070, £1,276, and £202 respectively. 


Questions. 


OPEN-AIR PREACHING 


CAMPDEN. 

Mr. PERKS: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of a Wesleyan Methodist lay 
evangelist employed under the direction 
of the Wesleyan Conference, named 
R. M. Redward,who was summoned before 
the Chipping Campden magistrates on the 
4th July for infringing a bye-law of the 
Gloucestershire County Council by 
preaching in the village of Campden, at 
a spot where preaching has been permitted 
for many generations; whether he is 
aware that the summons was granted by 
Canon Bourne, the resident clergyman of 
the Church of England, at the instance of 
one of his parishioners; that the Rey. 


AT CHIPPING 


Canon Bourne sat upon the beneh te 
judge the case; and that, upon an 


adjournment being asked by the evange- 


_list in order to secure legal assistance, 


and without hearing the evidence, Canon 
Bourne described the Wesleyan evange- 
list as a street brawler ;and whether, under 
such circumstances, he will advise the 
reverend magistrate not to adjudicate 
upon a case in which he is interested and 
which he has so prejudged. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
WuitE Rip.ey, Lancashire, Blackpool): 
I have no knowledge of these circum- 
stances except what is conveyed in the 
question ; but on the facts as there stated 
I should not consider it consistent with 


my duty to interfere by advice or 


otherwise. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
make inquiries as to whether the state- 
ment is correct / 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have no 


means of enforcing advice, if I offer any. 


Mr. PERKS: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman kindly inquire whether in a 


neighbouring parish a clergyman, who is 
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accompanied by a large choir, preaches out 
of doors ¢ 


PORTSLADE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he has received a petition 
from some ratepayers of Portslade-by-the- 
Sea making serious charges against the 
Portslade Urban District Council ; and 
whether he will order an inquiry to be 
made into the alleged irregularities. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The petition 
referred to, which was signed by only 
two ratepayers, has been received. The 
alleged irregularities do not relate to 
matters respecting which the Local 
Government Board are empowered to 
order an inquiry. Some of them might 
be brought under the notice of the dis- 
trict auditor at the audit, and I am 
pointing this out to the petitioners. 


STATIONERY OFFICE CONTRACTS— 
THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES. 


Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether he can state what is the 
usual custom of giving out contracts by 
Her Majesty’s Stationery Office, whether 
it rests entirely with the Controller, or 
whether they are issued jointly by the 
Controller and the Treasury officials. 


Mr. HANBURY (Preston) : Ordinary 
contracts given by Her Majesty’s 
Stationery Office are entered into by 
the Controller on his own responsibility, 
but contracts of an exceptional character 
are not granted without previous com- 
munication with the Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury. I take the whole 
responsibility, for instance, for the Hansard 
contract, which the hon. Member probably 
has in his mind. 


LIVERPOOL EXCHANGE POST OFFICE. 

Mr. STOCK (Liverpool, Walton): I 
leg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
a representing the Postmaster-General, 
whether at the post office at the Liver- 
pool Exchange six telegraphists who are 
engaged upon counter duties each perform 
twenty-six weeks of split duties annually ; 
and, whether, in view of the condemna- 
tion of these duties by the Tweedmouth 
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Committee, the practice will be discon- 
tinued at this office. 


Mr. HANBURY: At the Liverpool 
Exchange office ten sorting clerks and 
telegraphists are employed upon a split 
duty in alternate weeks. In May last 
they were given the option of returning 
to the head office, but only four out of 
the ten availed themselves of the offer, 
and the vacancies they created were 
readily filled by other officers. The 
Tweedmouth Committee recommended 
that where split duties are found to be 
necessary in the interests of the service 
they should be so arranged that the 
officers performing them should enjoy 
during each twenty-four hours nine clear 
unbroken hours at home. In the present 
instance the split duties are necessary in 
the interest of the service, and the 
officers performing them enjoy during 
each twenty-four hours upwards of twelve 
hours’ continuous rest, and have an un- 
broken eight hours’ duty every alternate 
week. It has been found practicable to 
arrange that during the summer months 
the ten officers shall be employed on a 
split duty only once in four or five weeks 
instead of in alternate weeks. 


IRISH GLEBE LOANS. 


Mr. MGHEE (Louth, 8.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury what are 
the exceptional expenses connected with 
the service of glebe loans: whether he 
can give the figures of special expenses in 
connection with these loans; and what 
is the gross annual profit arising from 
glebe loans at present. 


Mr. HANBURY : It is not possible to 
give within the limits of an answer to a 
question full particulars of the expenses 
connected with a loan from the Local 
Loans Fund ; but they include the sur- 
veying, legal, and clerical work prior to 
the issue of a loan, and the clerical and 
other expenses of obtaining repayment of 
instalments and keeping accounts of the 
loan. None of these items depend on the 
amount of the loan, and their cost is 
therefore proportionately least on loans 
for small amounts, such as glebe loans are 
when compared with the bulk of public 
loans. It is impossible to state the pre- 
cise expenses connected with a particular 
small group of loans; but there is no 
reason to conclude that glebe loans are a 
source of profit to the loans fund. 
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INSANITARY POST OFFICE BUILDINGS 
IN E.C. DISTRICT, LONDON. 


Mr. MADDISON: I beg to ask the 


{COMMONS} 


Secretary to the Treasury, as representing | 


the Postmaster-General, whether, on 19th 
August, 1897, the staff of the Eastern 
Central District, London, submitted a 
petition, part of which diew attention to 
the insanitary nature of the post office 
buildings in that district. Whether he is 
aware that the staff are now compelled to 
eat their food in underground cellars, and 
in some cases the conveniences are practi- 
cally in the same compartment; and 
whether a searching inquiry will be made 
into the sanitary arrangements at Grace- 
church Street, Great Tower Street, and 
Lombard Street Post Offices. 


Mr. HANBURY: The petition re- 
ferred to was dated the 19th of August, 
1898, not 1897. A branch post office in 
the City or Eastern Central District 
usually consists of a ground floor and 
basement, the cloak and dining rooms 
being on the basement. Necessarily these 
are sometimes nearer to the lavoratory 
than can be arranged in less crowded 
localities. The oftice in Gracechurch 
Street is being enlarged and the sanitary 
arrangements improved. There is no good 
ground for complaint against the office in 
Great Tower Street ; and the sanitary 
arrangements at the Lombard Street 
office are about to be improved. The 
branch post offices in the City are under 
constant inspection, and any complaint 
affecting ventilation or sanitation would 
receive attention at once. 

TELEGRAPH OFFICES IN SCOTTISH 

CONGESTED DISTRICTS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state the maximum 
annual liability incurred by the Congested 
Districts Board up to the present time in 
providing guarantees for telegraph offices in 
the congested area, and the total number of 
telegraph extensions thus secured through 
the assistance of the Board. 

*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 


Questions. 
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PORTNAGURAN HARBOUR. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, having regard to the fact that 


a harbour is urgently needed at 
Portnaguran, Broad Bay, Island of 
Lewis, and that the estimated cost, 


about £30,000, is greatly in excess of 
any sum which the Congested Districts 
Board can give, will the Secretary for 
Scotland consider the expediency of 
making application to the Treasury for 
a special grant for the construction of this 
harbour in order that effect may be given 
to the recommendation of the Walpole 
Commission of 1891, 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Con- 
sidering the requirements of Broad Bay 
in proportion to those of other parts of 
the Kingdom, and considering also the 
liberal grants which have recently been 
made for works in Lewis, the Secretary 
for Scotland does not feel at present that 
he can recommend the Treasury to em- 
bark on any such costly work as Port- 
naguran Harbour. The Treasury have 
refused to consider grants unless two- 
thirds of the estimate is provided locally. 

SCOTTISH FISHERY CRUISERS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if the Scottish Fishery Board 
will ascertain from the commanders of 
the Board’s cruisers the number of days’ 
leave of absence granted to the crew of 
each cruiser during the year 1898. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : [have 
already informed the hon. Member that 
the amount of leave is a matter which 
rests entirely with the discretion of the 
commander. In these circumstances the 
Secretary for Scotland does not propose 
to ask for the information in question. 


BEE-KEEPING IN ROSS-SHIRE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state at what places 
in Ross-shire efforts have been made to 


find properly qualified persons to take an 


GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
informed by the Congested Districts | 


Board that out of eighteen applications 
for telegraphic extensions they have 
offered their published terms of help in 
twelve cases. The maximum liability for 
the twelve is £184 5s., but the Board are 
not yet in a position to say in how many 
of these approved cases the parish 
councils will accept their offer. 


interest in bee-keeping: and will he state 
whether any fully-equipped hives, such as 
have been sent to the Island of Coll, have 
been offered to townships in the congested 
area of Ross-shire. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Congested Districts Board has to the best 
of its ability communicated with the 
various congested districts through the 
assistance of various persons. I am not 
in a position to state categorically what 
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to which the efforts of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board are directed. If the hon. 
Member is aware of any persons in Ross- 
shire qualified to keep bees he will do 


well to suggest to them to make applica- | 


tion to the Congested Districts Board, 
when their request shall have most careful 
attention. 
PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON = (Aberdeen - 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether, in view of the exten- 
sive alterations in the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Bill, it will be re- 
printed before the Third Reading. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Bills 
are never reprinted for Third Reading. 
As soon as the Third Reading is taken of 
the Bill it will be reprinted at once for 
introduction in another place. As a 
matter of fact, the changes on the Report 
stage Were not extensive. 


STRABANE TOWN COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): I beg 
toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether _ his 
attention has been called to the corres- 
pondence between the Town Commis- 
sioners of Strabane and the Local Govern- 
ment Board of Ireland, in which complaint 
is made that the town of Strabane is 
included in the area of charge for ex- 
penses incurred in the abortive scheme 
for supplying the districts of Sion and 
Ballyfalton with water; whether he is 
aware that the Secretary of the Board, in 
his letter to the Commissioners, stated 
that the subject would receive the 
attention of the Board, although, previous 
to writing the said letter and after re- 
ceiving the said complaint of the Com- 
missioners, a sealed Order had actually 
been issued to the District Council of 


Strabane including Strabane in the area | 


of charge; and whether he will inquire 
into the matter with a view to revoking 
the sealed Order on being satisfied of its 
injustice. 

THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): It is true that the Town 
Commissioners of Strabane have com- 
plained of the inclusion of the town in 
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exact places in Ross-shire have been ap- | 
roached as regards hee-keeping, which | 
after all is only one of the many objects | 
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the area of charge referred to. The facts 
are as stated in the second paragraph. 
This case, and others of the same kind, 
are at present under consideration by the 
Government. 


Questions. 


Mr. DAVITT: Has not a competent 
legal authority in Ireland stated that 
this order is illegal ? 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: [have heard so. 

IRISH DISPENSARY DOCTORS’ 

HOLIDAYS. 

Mr. YOUNG (Cavan, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant for Ireland whether it is the 
intention of the Local Government Board 
of Ireland to apply Section 58, Sub- 
section (2), of the Local Government (Ire- 
land) Act, in respect of the salaries of 
medical practitioners who act as locum 
tenens during the annual vacation of each 
dispensary officer, in order that a recoup- 
ment of one-half of those salaries may be 
received in same manner as half the 
salaries of the permanent medical officers 
is recouped. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : The reply to 
this question is in the negative. It has 
never hitherto been the practice to allow 
recoupment in respect of the remunera- 
tion paid to a person employed as locuw 
tenens for a medical officer when on leave 
of absence. 


WICKLOW SCHOOL ATTENDANCE 
COMMITTEE. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.) : [beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he has received from the School Attend- 
ance Committee of Wicklow a_ resolution, 
in which it is stated that the present 
method of fining the parents or guardians 
is ineffective, and in many cases unjust ; 


_and whether he is aware that some dis- 


pensary medical officers refuse to give 
certificates without fee of a child’s in- 
ability to attend school on account of 
illness, and whether such demand for fees 
is legal ; and, if so, whether he would 
propose some measure whereby the at- 
tendance of children at school would be 
secured without expense to the parents. 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply to 
the first paragraph of the question is in 
the aftirmative. I understand certain 
dispensary doctors have, in some in- 


stances, refused to give certificates without 
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receiving fees. Iam advised that their 
action in this respect is not illegal, but the 


parents are entitled to prove the fact of | 
the illness of the child by any other. 


evidence they can produce. I am not 
prepared to give an answer to the con- 
cluding portion of the second paragraph 
without further consideration. 


WICKLOW HARBOUR LOANS, 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware that 
when a loan of money was required to 
improve the harbour of Wicklow, the 
loan was granted on condition that the 
baronies of Arklow, North Ballinacor, 
South Ballinacor, and Neweastle should 
join in a guarantee to secure repayment 
of the loan ; and that, in consideration of 
this guarantee, the aforenamed baronies 
were given a representation on the 
Wicklow Harbour Board of — eight 
members ; and will he explain on what 
grounds that representation has been re- 
duced from eight to two members. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The baronies 
liable for repayment of the loan due in 
respect of the improvement of Wicklow 
Harbour are five in number, namely, the 
four mentioned in the question and the 
barony of Shillelagh, which is not men- 
tioned, and these five baronies had for- 
merly ten representatives on the Harbour 
Board. By virtue of the Local Govern- 
ment Act of last year, the representation 
of the five baronies was transferred to the 
three rural districts of Rathdrum, Shille- 
lagh, and Baltinglass No. 1, which com- 
prise the guaranteeing baronies. Under 
the adaptations contained in Articles 3 
and 44 of the Adaptation of Enactments 
Order of 30th January, 1899, made under 
Section 105 of the Act, the number of 
representatives from each district council 
became two. Hence the baronies will, in 
future, have six representatives on the 
Harbour Board instead of ten as_pre- 
viously. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE—SCOTTISH 
SUPPLY. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
will give an early place to the Fishery 
Board Vote amongst the Scotch Estimates 
to be considered on Friday. 


Mr. J. P. SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
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put the Vote for the Secretary for Scotland 
in a prominent place, as important ques. 
tions of administrations will be raised ? 


THE FIRST LORD oF THE TREA. 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFovr, Manchester, 
E.): As at present advised I think it will 
be convenient to put the Vote for the 
Secretary for Scotland first on Friday, 
the remainder of the Education Vote 
second, and the Fisheries Vote third, but 
that arrangement may be regarded as 
subject to any possible alteration, if | 
have reason to believe that any large 
section of Scottish Members desire a dif. 
ferent arrangement. 


Sir C. CAMERON: Do not a great 
number of Scotch Members wish different 
Votes brought on first? In that case, 
would not the simpler plan be to take 
the Votes in their consecutive order ? 


(No answer was given.) 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1: 


*THE CHAIRMAN : The first Amend- 
ment standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for West Carnarvon turns on 
another Amendment on which it can be 
better discussed. The second is out of 
order; the subject matter of the third 
has already been settled; the fourth is 
beyond the scope of the Bill; and the 
fifth should come in the definition clause, 
The Amendment of the hon. Member for 


Flint Boroughs should be raised as a new 


clause at the end of the Bill, while with 
regard to the Amendments of the hon. 
Member for Mid-Glamorgan the _ first 
should come in the definition clause ; the 
second has been settled, and I call on him 
to move the third. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan, 
Mid.): Ona point of order, the last words 
put from the Chair last night were 
“attached to.” May I suggest that my 


Amendment to insert after the word 
“benefice ” words ‘‘at the date of the 


passing of the Act,” could be more con- 
veniently taken now than the one you 
have called on me to move. 
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Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : There 


certainly was an understanding last night 
that my Amendment should be preserved. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I know nothing of 
any such understanding. The question 
settled last night turned on the matter 
oftime. I cannot take the hon. Member’s 
Amendment out of its place. It is at the 


bottom of the next page, and I cannot 


jump it over the others. It will be taken 
in its proper order. I must ask the hon. 
Member for Mid Glamorgan to move the 
third of his Amendments. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: Very well, 
Sir. I now propose to move to insert 
after “benefice” the words “to which 
such owner may be presented after the 
passing of the Act.” The reason for this 
is pretty obvious, and the Amendment 
therefore requires no lengthened explana- 
tion. The present owners of tithe 
rent-charge attached to benefices took 
the benefices with full knowledge of what 
the case was. We have been told that 
since 1883 the income derivable from 
tithe rent-charge attached to benefices has 
been going steadily down in common with 
other agricultural values. If that was so 
nobody who was presented to a living 
after 1883 and up to the present time 
was presented to that living with any 
of the facts left in darkness. He must 
have been well aware of the condition of 
things. It is said that tithe rent-charge 
has fallen from par value to £67. That 
is true, but any incumbent presented to a 
living last year knew at the time what 
income he was to expect, and what was 
the exact value of the tithe, as well as what 
deductions it would be subjected to. 
He knew, in fact, how much he would re- 
ceive for the performance of divine service. 
If he were content to be inducted on 
those conditions and to undertake the obli- 
gations of the position, he has now no right 
whatever to complain. I propose by the 
insertion of these words that if it is a 
question of altering the rating law, as was 
suggested yesterday, the law should be 
altered as from the present time, and that 
those who accepted their benefices under 
the old law, having no reason to complain, 
should be excluded from the operation of 
the Bill. I am aware that one result of 
the carrying of the Amendment would be 


that those clergymen who have been com- | 


plaining of reduced incomes during the 
last ten or fifteen years will not benefit at 
all, but that is no valid reason against the 
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Amendment if the Bill is put merely on 
the ground of justice. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘ benefice,’ 
to insert the words ‘ to which such owner may 
be presented after the passing of this Act.’” 
—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): This Amendment 
strikes me, I confess, as one of the 
most remarkable of many remarkable 
Amendments. Here is a_ suggestion 
that any alteration we may make 
in the incidence of tithe rent-charge shall 
apply only to owners inducted after the 
passing of the Act, and it is supported on 
the ground that the gentlemen now in 
occupation accepted their benefices with a 
full knowledge of the responsibilities and 
liabilities attached thereto. The hon. 
Member quoted the case of an incum- 
bent presented last year.. I am bound 
to say I think that of all in- 
cumbents entitled to expect that this 
burden would be removed one very 
recently presented would have the prior 
claim. And why? Fora long time the 
only political party which gave any 
cordial support to the proposals for a re- 
form of local taxation was the party 
sitting on these benches; but a great 
change has come over the scene within 
the last few months. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite have recently declared that the 
injustice of the clergy’s position is intoler- 


able and ought to be removed. (Opposi- 
tion cries of “No.”) Hon. Gentlemen 


say “No,” but the Committee will remem- 
ber that in the earlier part of the session 
the leader of the Opposition, on a Debate 
dealing with old-age pensions, twitted the 
Government with non-fulfilment of their 
promises, and based the charges on a 
circular issued by a political association 
of Birmingham. The right hon. Gentle- 
man held that this circular had been 
issued in the name of our Party—the 
Unionist Party. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to correct the 
right hon. Gentleman. It was the. 
| Liberal Unionist Party. 
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Mr. LONG: It is unnecessary to 
distinguish between the two—the Liberal 


Unionist and the Conservative Party— | 


where the responsibility for promises 
made by either section of the party is 
concerned. For my part I will not 
attempt to evade the responsibility under- 
taken by the circular because it was 
issued by a section of the Unionist party. 
But the right hon. Gentleman blamed the 
Government for not having redeemed 
their promise after this circular had been 
issued. What is sauce for the goose is 
sauce for the gander, and, therefore, the 


Government are entitled to remind the 


right hon. Gentleman that when his party 
thought that political advantage was to 
be gained, and votes to be obtained, they 
were not ashamed to issue a circular 
calling attention to the injustice of the 
position of the tithe-owning clergy, and 
stating categorically that they were 
unfairly assessed upon their house and 
tithe rent-charge, and that the grievance 
-ought to be remedied. They not only 
made abstract references to the position 
of the tithe-owning clergy, but they 
invited the electors to vote against the 
supporter of the Government, because 
the Government had not carried out their 
promises on this subject. A recent 
presentee, therefore, would be rather 
more than less entitled to expect that this 
grievance would be redressed, because the 
grievance had been taken up by not one 
party but by both. How would it be if 
this argument of the hon. Member were 
made generally applicable? Suppose it 
had been applied at the time of the pass- 
ing of the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 
Surely such a limitation as that proposed 
by the hon. Member would be a 
bar to all reform. The change to be 
effected by the Bill ought 
equally to 
fore and after the passing of the Bill. 
Under these circumstances I maintain 
that no justification whatever has been 
shown by the hon. and learned Member 
for his Amendment, and I hope the Com- 
mittee will reject it as one 


injury to the. measure we ask the House 
to pass. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN : | 
The right hon. Gentleman has shown the | 


way to get on with the Bill in Committee. 
It is a nice beginning of a quiet evening 
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| to be devoted to discussing the intricate 
details of this short Bill. I do not know 
what gadfly has stung the right hon. 
Gentleman ; but suddenly he~ seems to 
have lost his balance. The speech which 
the right hon. Gentleman has made was, 
I should have thought, “‘ more suitable to 
the hustings.” I sat in momentary 
expectation of the right hon. Gentleman 
being called to order, when the right hon. 
Gentleman introduced the well-known 
Liberal Unionist leaflet on the subject 
of old-age pensions. I do not know at 
all how the right hon. Gentleman got it 
in, but the more he reminds us of it the 
hetter we shall be pleased. What it has 
to do with the Amendment I have not 
the slightest idea ; but it was at least a 
solemn declaration and promise made by a 
regularly constituted party organisation 
in the Midlands. And when we find that 
the action of the Government—in the 
framing of whose policy that section of 
the Ministerial party which issued the 
leaflet has evidently a predominant share 
—is not in accordance with the promise, 
it is only reasonable to call attention to 
the fact. Against that the right hon. 
Gentleman says that some  declara- 
tions or promises have been made by 
Members of this party on this subject. 
If any promise has been made by any 
member of the Opposition on this subject 
it has been redeemed. My hon. friend who, 
in the excitement of a by-election in some 
remote village, gave that promise with all 
the simplicity of Parliamentary youth, 
has redeemed his promise like a man 
The cases will be more comparable when 
the Government have redeemed their 
promises. Last night, during a long and, 
as we thought on this side, patiently con- 
ducted discussion, the right hon. Gentle- 
man displayed all the qualities which the 
Minister in charge of a Bill ought to dis- 
play. The right hon. Gentleman was 
reasonable and good-humoured, and he 
showed a great mastery of his subject. 
Until ten minutes ago I was preparing 
the phrases with which I should, if this 
Bill ever passed through Committee, 
express my admiration of the manner in 
| which the right hon. Gentleman had con 
| ducted it. But the web which I have 
‘been weaving has been dispelled by the 
right hon. Gentleman’s extraordinary 
ebullition. Having risen merely to 
express my amazement, I will now leave 
the subject, because this is only an inter- 
lude totally disconnected with the Bill 
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itself, or with the particular Amendment | 


before the Committee. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): Every 
one who has any knowledge of 


subject knows how, before a clergyman 


accepts a living, he carefully weighs out | 
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| 


the | 


every possible item of income and ex- | 


penditure, and therefore I cannot under- 
stand the grounds of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s objection to this Amendment. 
Last autumn, when hon. and right hon. 


| Liberal Unionists. 
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Moreover, it was not so irrelevant, as the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition suggests, to deal with the 
We have been warned 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Bodmin that we shall, asa result of 
the introduction of this Bill, have to 
dispense with the support of Liberal 


Unionists. I now come to the Amend- 
ment. I do beg hon. Gentlemen opposite 


‘to meet the Government on the ground 


‘they have chosen for the Bill. 


The 


‘ground on which the Bill is presented is 


Gentlemen were speaking in the country | 


we heard very little about this particular 
Bill, neither was it mentioned in the 


Queen’s Speech ; therefore, any clergy- | 


man who accepted a benefice six months 


ago could not have had an inkling of the | 


intention of the Government to pass it 
before the end of this session. 
to me that a clergyman who accepts a 
benefice with certain tithes and liabilities 
attached is in the same position as a 
man who purchases an estate liable to 
land tax. He knows the exact amount 
of the land tax, and makes allowance for 
it when fixing the price he is willing to 
give. As to the comparison which the 
right hon. Gentleman drew with the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, does he 
forget that the workmen are engaged on 
a weekly wage ? I very much regret the 
tone of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech. The Opposition appear to be 
moving Amendments in vain, the Govern- 
ment having apparently determined to 
pass the Bill as it stands, so as to avoid 
having to devote two or three days to the 
Report Stage. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I think we have a right to complain of the 
tone of the speeches opposite with regard 
to my right hon. friend. Nothing could 
be more mild or conciliatory than his 
speeches, and they could not be shorter. 
His first speech on the Bill only lasted 
ten minutes. The arguments of my 
right hon. friend are such as should be 
addressed to moderate and _ reasonable 
men, and if to-day he has departed from 
the judicial tone previously adopted the 
reason is to be found in the attitude of 
hon. Members opposite. Their Amend- 
ments are so dull and are so rarely in 
order that it is perfectly allowable for the 
right hon. Gentleman to introduce old-age 
pensions by way of enlivening the debate. 


VOL. LXXIV. [FourtH SERIEs. ] 


It seems | 


| 


neither charity nor mercy. We are not 


| arguing, although we might do so with the 


greatest possible effect, that the clergy- 
man is poor and has a salary inadequate 
to the work he is called upon to do. We 
claim nothing in charity, and no com- 
passionate allowance for the clergy. The 
ground on which the Bill is defended is 
that of justice, and hon. Members should 


_put aside the notion that the Govern- 


| 
| 
| 








ment are anxious to make grants of 
money to their own friends. Just see 
how this Amendment will act. The Bill 
proposes to relieve clergymen of the pay- 
ment of half of their rates. I do complain 
of the description given of this Bill. It is 
described as a Bill for altering the system 
of rating. It is nothing of the kind, for 
that leaves it where it was; it is only to 
provide that one-half of the rates shall 


| be paid under certain circumstances. The 


Amendment proposes that the alleviation 
represented by this deduction of one half 
shall only be given to clergymen who are 


| inducted after the passage of this Act. 


Where does the justice of that come in ? 
Surely an injustice is not reduced by the 
fact that a man has borne it ten or fifteen 
years. Is it not rather the greater? Of 
course I can quite understand that if hon. 
Members hold the view that this Bill is 
brought forward on the grounds of charity 
they would desire to make the burden on 
theratepayersas smallas possible. But that 
is where we cannot follow them. We re- 
pudiate the idea that this Bill is based on 
charity or mercy. We stand solely on the 
ground of justice, and, if hon. Members 
will only view the Amendment from that 
standpoint, I think they will see that it is 
not defensible. Further, if, in their future 
treatment of the Bill, they will follow the 
same principle, I think we shall have 
fewer Amendments brought forward. On 
the ground of justice this Amendment is 
absurd. It would give least where most 
is required. 


S 
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Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
am surprised that the hon. Member who 
last spoke fails to appreciate the grounds 
upon which this Amendment has been 
moved and is supported. We support it 
on the ground of the sanctity of contract. 
The Conservative party, in past times, 
were the defenders and upholders of 
sanctity of contract. Here we have a con- 
tract solemnly entered into by a large 
number of men who, from their very 
training and education, one would pre- 
sume to understand what was the nature 
of the contract they were making with 
the institution they were preparing to 
serve. They freely entered into it ; they 
were under no coercion, and they accepted 
their post with their eyes open, and with 
a full knowledge of all the conditions 
attaching to it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man in charge of the Bill seems to have 
neglected all opportunities of informing 
himself of the arguments upon which he 
has been relying for similes in connection 
with this Bill. He referred to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1897. But he 
does not seem to remember that a clergy- 
man who accepts a living takes a life 
appointment, whereas the men who come 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act 
are engaged from week to week. There- 
fore there is no similarity between the 
two cases. Again, this Compensation Act 
did not make any new departure ; it was 
only an elaboration and a further con- 
tinuance of a law which was already in 
existence. Can he not give us anew lead 
in this matter, so that we can at any rate 
recorda coherent vote? I entirely repudiate 
theargumentof thehon. Memberfor King’s 
Lynn, in which he states that we have 
not made out any case for supporting this 
Amendment. I say that our grounds are 
perfectly clear and intelligent. Our con- 
tention is that this contract was entered 
into by clergymen of the Church of 
England under well defined conditions. 
Now they are seeking, by the aid of a 
Conservative Government, to break the 
contract in order to obtain better terms 
for themselves. It is evident that my 
hon. friends who support this Amendment 
constitute the true Conservative party, 
because they wish to maintain the sancity 
of contract, a principle which Conserva- 
tives have always held themselves out to 
be the upholders of. Unfortunately since 
their association with certain gentlemen 
they have been surrendering many well- 
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|known principles for others which will 
| not last them so long as they imagine. 


Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): [ 
eannot quite understand the attitude of 
hon. and right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
on this Amendment. I remember 
some time ago how the Welsh farmers 
were treated when they were very much 
opposed, not so much, perhaps, to the 
payment of tithe as to its payment for 
the maintenance of religious principles 
and practices with which they did not 
agree. They were quite prepared to pay 
tithe for educational or other purposes, 
but they were told by the clergy in Wales 
that they took their farms, knowing 
exactly the objects for which the tithe was 
to be collected, that they entered into the 
contract well knowing what they were 
doing, and that it was most immoral for 
them, having undertaken the obligations, 
to wish anyone in the House of 
Commons to move the rescinding of them, 
so as to enable them to start de novo. 
A clergyman who takes a living knows 
exactly the amount of money he is going 
to receive and the amount of the rates he 
will have to pay, and if it were immoral 
in times gone by for a Welsh farmer to 
decline to pay tithe because he had a 
conscientious objection to the object to 
which it was devoted, it is equally im- 
moral now for clergymen of the Church 
of England to come to the House of 
Commons and say, “The payment of this 
rate is a great imposition on us. The 
whole rating system is very unfair and 
unequal, and we want it altered.” If the 
measure is one of charity I can under- 
stand it, but if it is one of justice, I say 
it is anything but justice. Hon. Gentle- 
men say when they argue against any 
readjustment of a contract between land- 
lord and tenant, ‘‘Oh, you have entered 
into obligations with your eyes open; 
why should you desire an Act of Parlia- 
ment to create a land cout!” The in- 
violability of contract which hon. Gentle- 
men urge so freely and with a certain 
amount of argument in the case of the 
Welsh farmers should also apply to a 
clergyman who, with his eyes open, takes 
a living well knowing what he will have 
to pay. I support the Amendment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon): 
I think the point put by my hon. friend 
the Member for East Denbighshire is one 
very well worthy of consideration. The 
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agitation to which he has referred was | entered a benefice did he not know per- 
initiated not against the payment of tithe | fectly well the amount of rates imposed 
altogether, but for the purpose of obtain- on it, and Mr. Cassell answered that he 
ing a reduction in the amount because of did. Then the following question was 
agricultural depression. It was on all | put to him: “Is it equitable that, having 
fours with the present case. The clergy got the living on these terms, he should 
ask for a reduction in the amount of their try and shift the burden!” He 
rates, the farmers asked for a reduction asked, “Do you mean if he accepted 
in the amount of their tithe. The | the ‘living on these terms?” The 
farmers were told that they had entered | |Chairman said “Yes,” and — then 
into a contract to pay the whole | Mr. Cassell replied: “I cannot say that 
amount, and that is exactly the answer in that case he is in a better position than 
that should he given to the clergy. They aman who has purchased tithe.” That 
also entered into a contract, and they | was the answer given to a specific ques- 
must abide by it. That is the measure! tion. On what ground then can it be 
they meted out to the Welsh farmers, and argued that this ‘Bill ought to have re- 
the same measure should he extended to trospective effect? The same question 
themselves. This is the answer we get was put to Mr. MacPherson, who repre- 
whenever we ask for any reform of local . sented the tithe-owners. He said it was 
taxation, especially in towns. We had a_ perfectly true that a clergyman knew the 
witness before this identical Commission, amount of the rates when he took a bene- 
and he was a witness who will probably fice, but that he had no _ option. 
give very important evidence against this! That is an absurd answer. It is 
Bill in the course of the next forty-eight | the only answer that can be made, 
hours. I refer to Mr. B. F. C. Costelloe.| but it is perfectly _ ridiculous. 
He was giving evidence before the Com-; A clergyman has an option. He ean 
mission in favour of the taxation of | refuse a benefice. Before he accepts it 
ground rents, and what was the answer | he scrutinises very carefully the amount 
given by the Chairman of the Commission, | of the tithe, the amount to be paid for a 
who throughout showed, I will not say curate, and the amount of the voluntary 
his bias, but that he was favourable contribution. The amount of the income 
to the case of the clergy? When Mr. | is ascertained with the strictest accuracy, 
Costelloe put the case of a shopkeeper | and if it does not suit his ideas of what 
who had to pay a heavy ground rent to | he ought to receive he invariably refuses. 
a person who did not contribute a penny | He is in the same position as the member 
in local taxation, the Chairman asked this | of any other profession, be it that of a 
question: “ With regard to the actual | civil servant, doctor, or schoolmaster. 

and not the apparent incidence of rates, | A schoolmaster who is offered a position 
would you say, 7 generally, that | carefully examines the amount of the 
when the owner of a site leases it, the | salary, the standard of life in the locality, 
lessee takes into Rebeca the amount of | and what the rents are; and he looks 
the rates in fixing the rent he pays?” into all these questions from his own 
The point here is that the clergy knew | |personal point of view. Has a clergy- 

perfectly well the amount of the rates | man less worldly wisdom in this respect 
they would have to pay. It is rather | than a schoolmaster? I do not think 
curious that the sanctity of contract is | ‘that anyone who has had anything to do 
good enough for the Welsh farmer or the | with the clergy will say that. The evi 

shopkeeper, but is not good enough for | dence before the Commission showed that 
the clergy, who have to teach these men they were perfectly alive to every point 
their duty to the State and to each other. | in their own favour. There is another point 
There was another witness who gave evi- | connected with this Amendment, and which 
dence before the Commission. He was the | is well worthy the attention of the Com- 
only lay witness except the hon. Member | mittee. These gentlemen accepted these 
for Tunbridge examined in support of the | livings knowing perfectly well the amount 
case of the cler gy. He was a lawyer— | of the tithe, but since they entered them 
Mr. Cassell, Qc But even he could not | certain modifications have already been 
carry the case quite as far as was ex-| made. What has happened? Half -the 
pected. He was questioned as to what he | rates on glebe have been paid for the last 

thought about the incidence of tithe, and | three or four years, and the land tax has 
he was also asked when a clergyman been reduced from 4s.tols. <A still more 
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important modification was extended to 
the clergy by another Conservative 
Government, an indulgence which repre- 
sents a considerable amount of money, and 
also the removal of a considerable amount 
of difficulty, annoyance, and_ irritation. 
The collection of the tithe has been trans- 
ferred entirely from the clergy to the 
landlords, and instead of being collected 
from 200 or 300 ratepayers, sometimes in 
sums of sixpence and a. shilling, and 
having to pay heavy commissions, the 
clergy have now only to send in their bill 
to a couple of squires, and they receive a 
cheque for the amount. Here are three 
important modifications in the position of | 
the clergy, and they are now asking to be | 
relieved of another 50 per cent. That is 
a position which this House ought not to | 
sanction. No case has been made out for | 
it. The hon. Member for King’s Lynn | 
opposed this Amendment, though I could 
not help thinking that he did it with his 
tongue in his cheek. He did it rather 
scornfully. He said that this is simply a 
grievance in the matter‘of rates, and has 
nothing whatever to do with contracts. 
But the hon. Member forgets that the 
Poor Rate on tithe is not in the same posi- 
tion as an ordinary rate on property. It | 
is a traditional burden. The burden of 
maintaining the poor which has been im- | 
posed on tithe is as old as tithe itself. I 
am not sure it is not the first burden. 
Tithe was imposed in the first instance 
for the purpose of maintaining the poor, 
and therefore the clergy are now attempt- 
ing tc repudiate a contract of very ancient 
and sacred origin, and are trying to revo- | 
lutionise one of the finest traditions of | 
their own Church. The Church took | 
upon itself the burden of maintaining | 


| 
| 
| 
! 


those who could not maintain them- 
selves, though subsequently that tra- | 
dition was not upheld. But © still | 


that is the position. They are endea- | 
vouring to rid themselves of  the| 
obligations they contracted to undertake, 
and to upset the traditions of their own 
Church in every respect. I observe that 
the privileged classes are the favourites of 
hon. Members opposite, and that they are | 
very fond of professing Conservative | 
principles when they come to be applied | 
to the working classes and to shopkeepers. | 
But any Conservative principle or institu- 
tion, however old it may be, however re- | 
spected, however sacred, which interferes | 
in the slightest degree with their own | 
incomes must go in spite of sanctity of | 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 
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contract, traditions of the Church, main- 
tenance of the poor, or any other 


magnificent purpose. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I wish to 
support the Amendment. I have had to 
do with a great many of my clergyman 
friends who have taken other livings, and 
I have always found that the rates were 


‘allowed for and the net results worked 


out. Iam perfectly certain that a great 
many of the clergy of the Church of 
England would repudiate—and I, on their 


‘behalf, repudiate—the position taken 
‘up for them by those who __ profess 
to be the friends of the Church 


in this House. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that it is quite true that the clergy- 
men accepted these contracts, but that 
you may push the severity of contract too 
far ; that you must remember that these 
contracts were taken by clergymen in the 
expectation that the rates would be re- 
duced, and that that expectation was part 
of the contract. Now I ask what is the 
evidence of that expectation ? Of course 
this House is not responsible for what 
political parties may do or say, but the 
right hon. Gentleman has given us no 
proof of such expectation. The only re- 
sponsible Minister who has hitherto 
spoken—the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


' —distinetly discouraged that expectation. 


When the hon. Member for King’s Lynn 


asks us to discuss this question as a- 


matter of business and justice, we say 
that we are ready to consider this 


| particular of expectation on these lines, but 


we want evidence of it and the hon. Gen- 
tleman gives us no evidence whatever. 
From my own personal experience [ have 
never heard of a single clergyman who 
said that he expected the rates to be re- 


| duced, or that he, for one moment, took 


that into consideration in accepting a 
living. Iam quite certain that there is 
not a class of men who are more willing 
to stand by their contracts than the clergy 
of the Church of England, and I am sure 
they will repudiate the position which has 
been taken up for them by the right 
hon. Gentleman. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): The hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn has explained that the object of 
the right hon. Gentleman is to impartalittle 
liveliness into our discussion. I have no 
objection to this, but surely justice illus- 
trated with liveliness will not add to the 
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merits of this Bill. We expect great 
liveliness from the right hon. Gentleman, 
but in my opinion we ought to be more 
grateful for the arguments which he has 
addressed to this House, for these are 
arguments which ought to be remembered. 
If there is anything in public opinion, 
according to my observation, it is an 
interest in the principles upon which in 
future rating and taxation should be con- 
ducted. There are some who hold that 
there are instances of people who are too 
heavily taxed; but there is a_ strong 
opinion in the country that there are a 
great many people too lightly taxed. The 
arguments we have heard from the 
Treasury Bench are very important in 
this respect. I have heard the opinion, 
which I share myself, that, for instance, 
ground landlords should be taxed or 
rated more heavily than they are at 
present. But what is the argument we 
are always met with by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite? It is this, that there is a 
contract between the ground landlord 
and the leaseholder; that it is a sacred 
contract which you cannot alter; that it 
has been made for ninety-nine years or 
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some period. But it cannot be said 
that that contract was made by 
Statute, as this arrangement was 


made by Statute at the time of the 
Commutation, when it was settled be- 
tween the ratepayers of the country and 


the tithe-owners. It was founded on 
Statute, and has been described so, 
accurately. Very well, you say we are at | 


liberty to alter that arrangement alto- 
gether, but that does not apply only to 
this one thing, but to a great many other 
things. I rise for the special purpose of 
noting the importance of the principle 
which is objected to, as I understand it, 
by the hon. Member for King’s Lynn, 
who belongs to one section of the Unionist 
Party, and does not seem to have a very 
high opinion of the other section. How 
the right hon. Gentleman who professes 
to represent both sections manages to 
reconcile his opinions on this subject with 
the opinions so frequently expressed on 
other and more important subjects of rat- 
ing and taxation, he has not explained. I 
would be very glad to hear from his 
mouth what are his views generally in 
reference to the principles of taxation 
and rating which are to be applied to 
landlords and ground landlords in every 
matter, and whether he is prepared to 
accept the principles of this Bill when 


{11 JuLy 1899} 


(Rates) Bill. 498 


applied to questions which are of a much 
wider scope, and, in my opinion, founded 
on sounder justice. Now, the extraordi- 
nary manner in which the Government 
are proceeding in this matter appears on 
the face of the Bill in this clause. It is 
said that the system of rating is an injus- 
tice to the clergy, and therefore we ought 
to alter it. The importance of that 
is that the owners of tithe rent-charge are 
to be liable only to half the amount of 
any rate to which this Act applies. But 
if your views are correct, what you ought 
to have done should have been only to 
assess them at half the rate. That, how- 
ever, you shy from. Why not take the 
natural and logical consequence of those 
principles which you have adopted in 
assessing the clergy at only half rates ? 
I will tell you why. You do not dare, in 
the face of the Commutation Act. That 
was a settlement that the clergy should 
be assessed on the whole of the rates like 
anybody else. And, therefore, this extra- 
ordinary proceeding is taken to continue 
to assess a man to the whole of the rates, 
which you say it is unjust that he should 
pay, but that he should only pay the 
half of them, while you make other people 
| pay the other half. What is the meaning 
| of this “ cireumbendibus ” kind of legisla- 
tion ? 








*THE CHAIRMAN : I think the right 
| hon. Gentleman is anticipating an Amend- 
| ment lower down on the Paper which will 
raise exactly the question he is now (lis- 
cussing. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: One 
never knows, Sir, what Amendments 
lower down on the Paper will be allowed 
| to be put. 


| 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Every Amend- 
ment which is in order I shall allow to be 
put. Ido not understand what the right 
hon. Gentleman means. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I had 
not intended to imply, nor do I think 
I have said anything which does imply, 
any disrespect to your authority; but 
until you have pronounced an Amend- 
ment is in order, I have no means of 
knowing whether it will be in order or 
not. The reason why I think I was 
under a misconception on this subject 
was that the words to which I was 
alluding had already passed the Com- 
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mittee ; and therefore that is the reason 
why I spoke of it. I did not anticipate 
that an Amendment afterwards 
affect the words already passed by the 
Committee. I was in error apparently. 
I desire that we should have explained to 
us exactly the principle on which this 


question of the payments of rates is to be | 
founded—not assessing upon the half, but | 


assessing upon the whole, and then provid- 


ing for repayment of the half. If that is not | 
in order, [ hope you will kindly inform | 
me when that question should be raised. | 
It seems to mea very important one. If | 


the Chairman will kindly inform me 
what is the Amendment which, he rules, 
excludes me from referring to this subject 
at the present time—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN : The whole of this 


discussion is really not relevant to the | 


Amendment now hefore the Committee. 
The Amendment before the Com- 
mittee is that this Bill is not to be made 
applicable to those clergy who are at 
present the holders of benefices. The 
proposal is that it shall only apply to 
future holders of benetices. Therefore 
the argument of the right hon. Gentle- 
man is really beside the mark of the 
Amendment now before the Committee. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: IT mis- 
understood your ruling. I thought your 
ruling was dependent upon a subsequent 
Amendment which | the question. 


how 


raised 
Of course [ will not proceed with an 
argument you have ruled out of order, 
and therefore I cannot continue this dis- 
cussion with advantage. At the same 
time [ have only to say that the argu- 
ments used on this side of the House 
have not been answered. 


*Mr. GILES (Cambridgeshire, Wisbech): 
I should like to say a few words upon this 
question. Ido not think we are at all 
likely on this side of the House to be 
accused of doing anything to violate the 
sanctity of the doctrine of contract. But 
there is another doctrine also to be con- 
sidered in relation to this question, and 
that is what was in the contemplation of 
the parties at the time the contract was 
entered into. Now, there is an im- 
portant Act of Parliament to which it 
is worth calling the attention of the 


Committee, and which has not been re- | 


ferred to up to the present moment. I 
was somewhat surprised to hear the right 


hon. Member for Wolverhampton say that | 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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| the law at the present time is exactly as 
it was at the time of the passing of the 
Tithe Commutation Act, because I think 
that is a great mis-statement. At the 
| time of the passing of the Tithe Commu- 
‘tation Act, undoubtedly all personal 
|property was liable to rate, and it was 
not until the Act of 3 and 4 Victoria ¢. 89 
was passed that personal property was not 
exempted from rates. If personal property 
was still liable the amount in the pound 
of all rates would probably be less than half 
what it is, especially in towns. Since the 
passing of the Commutation Act, a very 
large number of rates which were certainly 
/not in contemplation at that time have 
been enacted and exacted from the tithe 
rent-charge. From recollection I will refer 
to a few. Certainly in urban districts 
there would be the lighting and library 
rates, the scavenging rates, the pavement 


> 
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{ 
| 
| 
| 


rates, and a large number of similar rates, 
and in many districts, both urban and 
rural, there would be a heavy school 
board rate, which, was not 
in existence at the time of the Tithe Com- 
mutation Act. Then | also refer 
to the large inerease of the highway 
rate, because, of although un- 
doubtedly at the time the Tithe Com- 


ot course, 
may 


course, 


mutation Act was passed tithes were 
assessed to the highway rate, vet it 
was not until 1872 that a very large 


addition to highway rates was made in 
consequence of the abolition of turnpikes. 
In many respects, therefore, the sanctity 
of the contract has been affected. At the 
present time the tithe-owners have to pay 
a very large number of rates which 
they did not pay in 1836, and 
which [ cannot conceive to have 
been in contemplation, because _ it 
would have been impossible for them to 
have known that these rates would have 
been passed. I have not heard one 
argument raised on the other side of the 
House that anything was added in the 
amount arranged between the tithe-payers 
and the tithe-owners which would enable 
tithe-owners to pay rates in the future. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): 
| The hon. Gentleman who has just spoken 
| has made a very interesting contribution 
'to the Debate. The point, however, is 
‘that the contract, or qasi-contract, be- 
hind which the clergy wish to go is the 
contract made by the present owner of 
the benefice, when he took the living, to 
do certain work for certain remuneration 
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in tithe after the deduction of the rates. | 
His argument has no particular reference | 
to another contract, viz., the contract 
entered into at the time of the Commuta- 
tion Act. As a matter of fact the con- 
tract with the tithe-owner has not been | 
touched upon, and, [ have not a shadow 
of doubt, will not be touched upon by 
anybody on the opposite side of the 
House. What is the pretence for the 
opposition to this Amendment? It is 
—to put it very shortly—that on 
grounds of reason and equity the tithe- 
owners «are entitled to make certain 
deductions for the purpose of assess- 
ment. If that is so, why in Heaven’s 
name do not the Government introduce 
a Bill carrying out that principle? But 
what would be the effect ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN : Order, order ! The 
hon. Member is now discussing an Amend- 
ment which he himself has put on the 
Paper, and which may be reached in due 


time. } 


Mr. McKENNA: [ am bound to say | 


that your ruling is absolutely in accord- 
ance with the facts, but I regret that no 
other argument is ever raised in opposi 
tion to this Amendment except those 
which are opposed to the principle of the 
Bill. I was only going to point out, 
without arguing the merits of any par- 
ticular Amendment, that the principle on 
which this Bill is alleged to be based is 
not carried out in the Bill itself. I will 
only say, with regard to this particular 
Amendment, that it has two advantages. 
First of all, it limits the amount of money 
that you take under this measure, and, so 
far, it would have my support. But 
there is another reason why this Amend- 
ment should be supported. If you 
give this special advantage to future 
incumbents, you offer more persons a 
pecuniary temptation to become clergy- 
men than you can now. You will con- 
sequently vet, as an hon. friend reminds | 
me, better clergymen in the future if you | 
are able to pay a higher price. We have 
seen, in the controversy which was raised 
between Board schools and Voluntary 
schools, how much has turned upon the | 
question that the Board schools, having | 
more money at their control, are able to 
get better masters than the Voluntary | 
schools. Exactly the same argument | 
applies in the case of the Church. If 
you can pay your clergyman in the future | 
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more than in the past you will be able to 
get a better class of men to serve, and 
upon that ground there may be something 
said in support of the Bill. But you 
cannot defend the Bill as it stands now. 
It is entirely contrary to every principle 
put forward by hon. Members on the 
other side of the House. 


Mr, LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): The hon. Member for Wisbech 
has endeavoured to bring this discussion 
back to the conditions which existed in 
1836. I should imagine that everyone 
would be very sorry indeed to bring back 
the conditions of 1836. In that year the 
rates were taken to average something 


like 5s. in the £—-equal to an average 
on the commuted tithe rent - charge 


of £602,000 a year instead of 
only £175,000, which they now pay. 
Therefore the clergymen are getting a 
very considerable advantage through the 
great reduction of the rates. The hon. 
Member in his very interesting speech 
complained that new rates were constantly 
being put upon the clergy, and that 
therefore it was unfair for them to bear 
them. I quite admit that if new rates 
were imposed there might be some injus- 
tice to the existing tithe-owner, but there 
could be no injustice to the future one 
who took his benefice with his eyes open 
and knew what rates there were to pay. 
This Act does not refer to “new rates. It 
only refers to “one half of the amount 
of any rate to which this Act applies,” 
and on looking at the definition clause I 
find this provision : 

“This Act shall apply to every rate as 
defined by Section 9 of the Agricultural Rates 
Act, 1896.” 


Well, the Agricultural Rates Act of 1896 
was one of those measures which does not 
apply to the newest rates. There was 
the Parish Councils Bill. Of course, that 
placed some charge upon the parishes, 
but the Agricultural Rates Act did not 
affect that. If this Bill be based upon 
justice, why do you exclude the extra 
expenses placed on a parish, through the 
operations of the councils, from this Bill ? 


| We were told by my hon. friend behind 


me, the hon. Member for Bolton, who 
knows a good deal about the clergy, that 
the clergy entered into these transactions 
in a public and business-like spirit. It 
does seem that we have been experiencing 
in these matters too much business and 
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too little sense of the high office of the| the sanctity of contract as I thought 
clergyman. We do not admit that they , desirable. But after experience in the 
have any cause to complain in this matter. House any doubts I had were soon dis- 
When the farmers complained of paying | pelled, for I have discovered that the Con- 
tithes the right hon. Gentleman passed | servative Party—or the present Minis- 
the Tithe Rating Act of 1891, and placed | terial Party—seem to haveeven less regard 
the burden of the tithes on the shoulders of | for their contracts than the Members of 
the landlords, and now he wishes to place ,; my own Party in the House. I am not 
a new rate on the shoulders of the general | going into the question of commutation 
tax-payers of the country. One argument | at all. As far as I understand things, 
has not been mentioned in this Debate, ninety-nine per cent. of the present in- 
and that is that it would lead, if this | cumbents have got their benefices subject 
Amendment is accepted, to advantageous | to their paying rates on tithes, and they 
results. It would result in a change of | have nothing to complain of. By the 
clergymen in many parishes, and I think | Agricultural Rating Act, landlords who 
in many of the rural parishes they would | had bought or inherited their estates sub- 
welcome such a change. I commend that | ject to certain obligations to the poor 
to the right hon. Gentleman, and I regret | have been relieved of those obligations ; 
that he will not accept this Amendment. | so now the clergy, because they have 
threatened to withdraw their support, are 

Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): As I un-. being relieved of a rate they had delibe- 
derstand the Amendment, it limits the rately contracted to pay. Members on the 
operation of the Act to those who take Government side of the House are very 
benefices after it is passed, and, as I un-, much disturbed when private interests are 
derstand the right hon. Gentleman, it will touched for the benefit of the com- 
be unjust to do that. I wish to know munity; but when the interests of the 
where that injustice lies. In a parish in| community are being confiscated for par- 
my own neighbourhood, in Suffolk, I find | ticular classes of their supporters they give 
that in 1836 the tithes of this parish were | the measure their earnest support. It is 
£315, and the rates £66, the total being | not my intention to go into the question 
£381. Those tithes were commuted at| of what took place at the time of the 
£400, which was an increase of £18. | Tithe Commutation in 1836, although it 
Taking the figures down to the present |is admitted that the clergy paid much 
day the value of the tithes which were |; lower rates now than were allowed for 
commuted at £400 is now £272. Cer-| at that time. What I contend is that the 
tain deductions have been made which | clergy took their livings well knowing 
bring the amount of tithe subject to rates | that they had to pay rates on their tithes. 
down to £205. Where is the injustice ?| Notwithstanding that these rates have de- 





The right hon. Gentleman the First Lord 
of the Treasury said it was preposterous 
for any clergyman to think he was to 
have his tithe free of rates. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member is really arguing the 
principle of the Bill, and his speech is 
really a Second Reading speech. He 
ought to bear in mind that we have 
passed the Second Reading and have got 
to the Committee stage. 


Mr. GODDARD: Perhaps, Sir, I did | 


go a little too far, but I wanted to see 
where the injustice came in. I shall sup- 
port the Amendment. 


Mr. CAWLEY (Lancs., Prestwich) : If 
I had one misgiving on coming to this 
House, it was that perhaps the Liberal 
party had not quiteso much regard for 
Mr. Lambert. 


| creased, the general community are now 
| being asked to pay what the clergy have 
| contracted to pay. It is my intention to 
(support the Amendment of my _ hon. 
| friend. 
| Mr. J. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, 
W.): On this occasion I shall confine my- 
| self within the limits of this Amendment. 
iI wish to present one or two considera- 
| tions in favour of it. I think it will be 
| admitted that one of the reasons for this 
| Amendment is that undoubtedly by the 
Agricultural Rating Act of 1896 a great 
| difference was made to the clergy of this 
;country. The main reason why I support 
the Amendment is this: I do not think, 
| in dealing with this Bill, there has been 
| sufficient consideration given to the fact 
that the value of the tithes of this coun- 
try have been commuted largely in excess 
| of their net value. What was the posi- 





50 


bic 
th 
13 
do 
Wa 
ob 
ow 
the 
qt 
bel 
thi 
pal 
str 
not 
ine 


lou 
liv 
pro 
me 
sen 
2L 
whi 
pric 
fair 
this 
of 
and 
idd 
of t 
Bill 
ren 
vail 
ver 
bef 
) 
fiele 
Am 
this 
str 
Am 
and 
will 
as t 
cler 
will 
the 
add 
take 
wis¢ 
shor 
whi 
the 
* to 
sent 
ing 
peo} 


bene 


504 
ight 
the 
dis- 
Jon- 
inis- 
yard 
s of 
not 
tion 
ngs, 
in- 
ject 
hey 
the 
who 
sub- 
00r 
Ms ; 
lave 
are 
ibe- 
the 
ery 
are 
om- 
the 
par- 
rive 
t is 
bion 
the 
1 it 
uch 
for 
the 
ing 
hes. 
de- 
10W 
ave 
| to 
10N. 


ire, 

my- 

ent. 

era- 
be 

this 
the 
reat 
this 
port 
ink, 
een 
fact 
yun- 
cess 
si- 





505 Tithe Rent-Charge 


tion as regards the value of tithe during 
the ten years from 1874 to 1883% In 
1374 it stood at 112; in 1883 it came 
down to par value, and from 1883 on- 
wards it has steadily declined. It is 
obvious that during a series of years tithe- 
owners have lost considerably through 
the decline in the value of tithe, but it is 
squally obvious that, during a large num- 
ber of years, they were the gainers 
through the tithe being very much above 
par value. I think, if an average is fairly 
struck, it will be seen that they should 
uot participate in the advantages of this 
measure, 


Mr. BILLSON (Halifax): There is no 
loubt that every clergyman who takes a 
living is perfectly well aware of what he 
is going to get as the net result of the 
provision made for him. When clergy- 
men have bought advowsons and _pre- 
sented themselves to the livings, it has 
een a matter of close calculation as to 
what was the amount of rates and what 
price was to be paid, in order to obtain a 
fair return for the money. The effect of 
this Bill will be to increase the price 
of an advowson by £500 or £600, 
and whatever else the Bill does it will 
udd about £3,000,000 to the capital value 
of the advowsons of the country. If this 
Bill was intended by the Government to 
remedy any injustice that actually pre- 
vails or is likely to prevail, it would be 
very much benefited by the Amendment 
before the Committee. 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, 
field): My reason for supporting the 
Amendment is that it curtails the mischief 
this Bill will do. But there is one rather 
strong argument which — perhaps 


and that is that the people existing now 
will have the same knowledge of this Act 
as the people existing in the future. A 
clergyman on the point of taking a living 
will know what its value will be with half 
the rates taken off; he knows what the 
additional value will be, and he is likely to 
take a thing which he would not other- 
wise take. Therefore, this Amendment 
should not only inelude benefices “to 
which such owner may be presented after 


{11 JuLy 1899} 


Lich- 


the | 
Amendment ought to be altered to meet, 


the passing of this Act,” but also benefices | 


“to which such owner has been 
sented within six months before the pass- 
ing of this Act,” so as to include all these 
people who are now thinking about taking 
benefices which will benefit by this Act. 


pre- | 


‘to the influence of the Church. 
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The man who takes a benefice is in the 
same position as the man who buys an 
annuity. If the rates are raised and his 


portion of the tithe suffers, he is in 
exactly the same _ position as an 
annuitant who bought an annuity 
of say £1,000 a year when the 


income-tax was 5d., and who now has to 
pay 8d. The annuitant does not go to 
the assurance company and expect to be 
paid more in order to make up the differ- 
ence caused by the increased tax, nor does 
the country expect to be called upon to 
pay the difference. The clergyman is in 
precisely the same position. It has been 
argued that all sorts of fresh burdens 
were put upon these wretched people— 
that fresh rates were put on. But they 
are treated in the same way as agricul- 
tural land is treated, and they only pay 
one quarter of those new rates. More- 
over, in agricultural districts the rates 
have not increased, while in towns, where 
they are rather more heavily rated, there 
is the compensating advantage of large 
paying congregations. It can no longer 
be pleaded that justice is the foundation 
of this Bill. From our point of view, in- 
justice is the basis of the whole thing. It 
may be that the clergy should have an 
eleemosynary grant, but a general injus- 
tice cannot be called a principle of justice, 
and I shal] support the Amendment. 


Mr. McLAREN (Leicestershire, Bos- 
worth): Whatever the House may think 
of this Bill, there is no doubt that if 
passed as it stands it will go to the 
country as a Very unpopular measure. It 
will be much more easy to persuade the 
inhabitants of the country districts that 
this is an unjust measure than to persuade 
them that it is a measure which justice 
demands. When you go and tell the 
farmer, the butcher, and the baker that 
you are going to relieve the parson of 
half his rates, you will certainly set up a 
feeling of irritation which must be injurious 
; There is 
nothing people are so sensitive aboutasany 
little alteration in rates. If you put up 
the rating of a factory, or reduce the 
rating of a public house, or do anything 
which they imagine alters the existing 
state of things, it gives rise to diséontent, 
and representations are made in all 


quarters about the matter. You are 
really touching a very sore point. You 


have got the parson, who may be a very 
good, religious man, but he is not alto- 
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gether popular as a politician in the 
district. It seems to me there is nothing 
that would be more dangerous to the 
office of a clergyman than to let the 
inhabitants feel that he has scored a point 
at their expense. This Bill may be a 
just or an unjust measure, but I venture 
to submit that if the Government would 
accept this Amendment—for the Bill is 
to operate only as an experiment for two 
Vears in order to lay down the principle 
; 





that half-rates are te paid — the 
measure would thei mot be so objection- 
able. 


*#Mr. PERKS (Linco! Louth): 
There is one argument ich I do not 
think has vet been placed lefore the 
House in favour of Is 
and it is this: I feel contident that, 
notwithstanding the silence of so many 
hon. Members opp S1TC, th 1’ 
number « ‘ergy connected 
Establishes ch of this 
read the 





Amencament, 


must be an 
chnormous 
with the 
country who must feel as they 





accounts of th discussions 1 this 
House, and the proposals made by 
the Government for their relief, a 
sense of deep humiliation. I do not, 








unlike my hon. friend who has just sat 
down, worship at the shrines of the Esta 
blished Church, but [ have never felt the 
slightest possible ai tagonism to the clergy 
of that Church as religion. 
It is perfectly manifest that this Amend- 
ment if passed will greatly reduce the 
number of recipients of the bounty of 


i 


ministers of 


the Government. It is, I think, a 
degrading position for the clergy of 


this great Establishment to come knocking 
like mendieants at the door of this House. 
If this Amendment be passed it will 
reduce the number of | re nts of this 
bounty or Parliamentary ; which is 
founded, we are told, upon justice, 
although nohody will explain why the 
spirit of justice is to entirely disappear in 
a couple of years’ time. If thisis a just 
grant, why do the Government mean to 
stop it in two years’? It can only be 
upon one assumption, and that is that 
they do not anticipate being in office then. 
If this grant he a just one, and these men 
are right, their claim will be as 
just tn ten years’ as in two vears’ 
time. But there is another reason 
why this relief should not be given, and 
it is this, that the tithes are 
placed upon a basis of greater security 
by the collection of tithes through the 


Mr. MeLare n. 








{COMMONS 


_ to listen to us. 
‘another has got up on this side of the 
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agency of the land-owner. Does any 
reasonable man in this House suppose 
that if the clergyman today had to 
go and take one-tenth of the pails of 
milk, one-tenth of the lambs from the 
flock, one-tenth of the sheep trom the 
fold, and one-tenth of the produce of the 
orchard, that such tithes would be leviable 
to-day? They would have been rejected 
absolutely and utterly all through the 
country, and it is only because the Legis- 
lature put this tax upon a sound Partia- 
mentary footing in the interests of the 
clergy in 1836, that it was collectable 
at all, and later on they were relieved 
ot the ignominious process of distraint. 
Therefore we have abundant reason for 
differentiating between the clergy in 
possession. of the tithe at the present 
moment and those whom it is proposed to 
limit by the scope of this Amendment 
which [ support. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Nerthampton) : 
My right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition very rightly called attention 
to the extraordinary speech made by the 
Minister for Agriculture. Like the right 
hon. Gentleman, I deplore the obstructive 
tactics and the opposition of the Minister 


‘tor Agriculture. 


Mr. LONG: What! obstruction ? 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: Yes, opposition 


to what is right. 
AN Hon. MEMBER: In what way ! 
Me. LABOUCHERE: Why, the 


opposition to us. Why did the right 
hon. Gentleman make that speech? 
Simply because at the time he had not 
got his men up and had not got his 
majority at hand to vote us down as upon 
ordinary occasions. Therefore, he threw 
bones of contention at this House which 
had absolutely nothing to do with the 
Bill. But we do not follow the course 
suggested by the right hon. Gentleman. 
We have stood solidly to arguments, and 
sound and potent arguments, in regard to 
the Amendment which is before the 
House. But of what use are our argu- 
ments? How many right hon. Gentle- 
men and hon. Gentlemen opposite will 
answer them? Why, there are very few 
hon. Gentlemen who will even condescend 
One hon. Gentleman after 


House and submitted some new argument. 
I myself know fifty new arguments, every 
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one of which would utterly smash and 
destroy the position taken up by the 
Government, but I am not going to throw 
them away upon gentlemen who do not 
appreciate them, for it would be casting 
pearls hefore—hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
When a Minister brings in a Bill he 
generally allows a little margin for slight 
concessions to his opponents, and in that 
way a Bill is got through easily and 
quietly in this House. But the right hon. 
Gentleman the Minister for Agriculture 
is sticking to the letter of the rules of the 
House, and he is violating the spirit of 
the rules of the House. There are surely 
some of these Amendments which are 
reasonable, and some concessions ought to 
be made. No Bill comes into this House 
perfect, and important changes are often 
mate. Why does the right hon. Gentle- 
man not accept in a friendly spirit one or 
two of our Amendments? Why, simply 
hecause there is a Report stage, and the 
right hon. Gentleman is afraid of the 
Report stage. The right hon. Gentleman 
would not change one letter or one lota 
of his Bill, because if he did we should 
have a Report stage. Then we should 
submit other valuable Amendments, and 
support them by valuable arguments. 
Really, the system pursued by right hon. 
Gentlemen and hon. Gentlemen opposite 
is one of obstruction, for there is obstrue- 
tion by silence as well as obstruction by 
speaking, We do not like to be treated 
in this contemptible way. The only hon. 
Gentleman opposite who attempts to re- 
ply to our arguments is the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn, and he does it in a very 
dubious fashion; otherwise our argu- 
ments are treated with contemptuous 
silence. Has the Minister for Agriculture 
said one word against this Amendment ? 
My hon. friend the Member for North 
Monmouthshire made a very excellent 
speech ; but has anybody replied to it ? 
The hon. Gentleman behind me made a 
capital speech, and the only answer was 
that some hon. Member opposite spoke of 
the sanctity of contract, but I could not 
make out whether his speech was in 
favour of the Amendment or not. Why 


does the First Lord of the Treasury not | 
| ment by leaving out the word “after” in 


make a speech? I always listen to him 
with the greatest admiration, and I want 
to have an opportunity of hearing him 
upon this occasion, for it is a question on 
which he will shine. 
phical and a theological mind, and if he 
would take the trouble he could 
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He has a philoso- | 


very 
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likely convince us that we are in the 
wrong and he is in the right. All we 
want is justice, and we desire to do what 
is best for the good of the country. If 
there is anything in this Bill which the 
right hon. Gentleman can convince us is 
worth having, we will stand by him. We 
have passed the Second Reading, and now 
we are asking only for reasonable conces- 
sions, which the Government refuse, and 
they will not even tell us why they refuse. 
They simply vote us down by the brutal 
force of numbers, and that is violating 
the spirit of the rules of this House. 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : 
I think there is a much better reason 
than the importance of the Report stage 
why the Government cannot give way. 
It is not the future owner of the benefice 
who sits upon the neck of the right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, but it is the present 
holder of the benefice, and it is to him 
that the Government have to make a 
sacrifice in this Bill. During the sitting 
of the Royal Commission I endeavoured 
to elicit some argument in favour of 
letting off from his tithes the existing 
holder, but [ was not able to find any 
more arguments in its favour than I have 
found during the present Debate. The 
real opposition is that the present holde 
has accepted his office subject to the 
tithes being paid ; but this claim cannot be 
urged and argued in favour of the present 
holder, but only on behalf of the corpora 
tion of the Church of England as a whole. 
It is that corporation which is now seeking 
relief from the tithes, and not the present 
owner of the benefice. I made, about 
this time last year, an extract from Zhe 
Times from a letter by Mr. H. Mac- 
pherson, who said :— 

* What our federation did in South Norfelk, 
we can repeat in 150 county elections.” 
That is a statement by a federation, not 
of future holders of benefices, but of 
present holders. Therefore it is perfectly 
obvious why the Government cannot 
accept this most reasonable Amendment. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I desire to amend the Amend- 


order to insert the word “before.” It 
seems to me, on all grounds of justice and 
expediency, that those now holding the 
benefices should be relieved, and not those 
who are presented to livings after the 
passing of this Act. It is perfectly obvious. 
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that the whole ground for the introduc- | 


‘tion of the Bill is to remove an existing 


injustice, and that no grievance can exist | 
as far as a person not at present in a} 


living is concerned. I am bound to say 
that I sympathise with hon. and right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


Amendment as it stands, and I can only 
support it on the ground that any limi- 


tation of the Bill must have my support. | 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I beg to move that the question be 
now put down to the word “only ” in the 
clause. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
now before the Committee must be dis- 
posed of before any motion to closure 
particular words can be made. 


{COMMONS} 
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*THE CHAIRMAN: I will accept that 
| motion. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I desire to 
| know, Sir, which question you intend to 
put. 


I think they | 
have a very strong case against this | 


*THE CHAIRMAN : The original ques- 


| tion under discussion. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: But I have 
moved an Amendment to the Amend- 
| ment. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I did not put the 
-hon. Member’s Amendment. The right 
hon. Gentleman intervened before I put 
the Amendment. 

Question put, “ That 
now put.” 


the question be 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then I move The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 258 ; 
that the question be now put. Noes, 160. (Division List, No. 235.) 
AYES. 


Aird, John 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 


Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 


Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 





Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh ©. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzR. | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, James E. B.( Inverness) 
Baird, Jolin George Alexander | 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Maneh’r | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G.W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George | 
sarnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry,Sir Francis T. (Windsor) | 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M.H.(Bristol 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants.) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Soulnois, Edmund 


Bowles, T.Gibson(KingsLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

jutcher, John George 
‘Campbell, Rt. Hn.J A (Glasgow 


Mr. D. A. Thomas. 


| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

| Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh 
| Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Sowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex | 
| Digby, John, K.D. Wingfield- 


| Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | 


' Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwicn) | 


Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. | 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.(Birm.) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) | 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clarke, SirEdward(Plymouth) | 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E, | 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox,Izwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herbert 8. (Bolton) 


Curzon, Viscount 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Denny, Colonel 





Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, .Hon. E. 8. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 


Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J.(Man.) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hon. A.G.H.(C. ofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnGJ.(St.George’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton,Rt.Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 





Mello 
Melvi 


Allen, 

Allisor 
Ambri 

Asqui' 
Ather! 
Austin 
Austin 
Baker, 
Barlow 
Beaun 
Billson 
Birrell 
Broad} 
Brunn 
Bryce, 

Bucha: 
Buxtor 
Caldwe 
Camert 
Camp 
Causto 
Cawley 
Channi 
Clark, 
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Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hill,Sir Edward Stock (Bristol | 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hampstd. 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry | 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
Howard, Joseph 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Biekersteth 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Knowles, Lees 
Lafone, Alfred 
Laurie, Lieut-Genera! | 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, Jolin Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, htt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leight on, Stanley 
L lew elynsSir Dillwyn- (Swans. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, (rerald hae Erskine | 
Long, Col. C. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. v Peet iverpool 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Franeis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, fag illiam 
Macartney, W. Ellison 
Macdona, John ieetae 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Iver,SirLewis (Edinboro W. | 
Maleoli:, Lan 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville. Beresford Valentine 





Allen, W. (Newe. under Lyme) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, tt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 


| 

| 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn | 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Camphell- Bannerman Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Aiiston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh. 





| Powell, 
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Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T. 


Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. | 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, eo Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

| Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants) 
| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, Hn.Fred(Monm'thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A [( Bute) 
Murray, Rt. Hea. A. Graham 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William’ Henry 
Newark, Viscount 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. SirH.Statford 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 

Perey, Ear] 


| Pierpoint, Robert 


Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Sir Francis Sharp 
Q. (Edin. ) 


Priestley, Sir W. 
Edward 


Pryce-Jones, [.t.-Col. 


| Purvis, Robert 


Pym, U. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 


| Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep'] | 


Ridley, Rt.Hn.SirMatthew W. | 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 


| Robinson, Brooke 
| Russell, T. W 


(Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 


NOES. 


Clougn, Walter Owen 


' Colville, John 
| Crombie, John William 


Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) | 


' Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 


Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, C: _— A. 

Doogan, P. C 


Douglas, ( Thatles M. (Lanark) | 


Due kworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
| Fitzmauri ice, Lord Edmond 

| Flynn, James Christopher 

| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Right Hon Sir Henry 


| Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Gold, Charles 
rourley,SirEdwardTemperley 
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Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand): 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth): 
Stanley, Lord (Lancashire) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G. (Ox. Univ. 
Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray’ 
Leer Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. ogg 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. €. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. V oe 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jos. Powell-(Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, RtHon E R (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
W ortley,Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Mar maduke D’ Arey 
¥ erburgh, tobert Armstrong 
Young, “Commander(Berks, E. ) 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon,Sir William Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Kt. Hon. Sir W. 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holden, Sir Angus 
Holland, W. H. (York, W.R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson- Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU™ 
Kearley, Hudson:E. 

Kinloch, Sir J. George Smyth. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
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Lambert, George 


LawsonSir W ilfred(Cumb’land 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Macealeese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A. (Q.C.) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Ewan, William 

M ‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 


Maddison, Fred. 
Maden, John Henry | 
pin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 
or, Rt. Hon. J.W.( Yorks) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) | 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 
Morley, Rt. Hon. J. (Montrose) 


Morton, Ed. J. C. (Devonport) 


‘Moulton, John Fletcher 


Question put accordingly, 
words be there inserted.’ 


Allen, Wm. (Newc.-un.-Lyme) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert H. 
Atherley-Jones, | 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. 


Birrell, Augustine 
3roadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Cameron, Sir Charles(Glasgow 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh. | 
Clough, Walter Owen 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Dalziel, James Henry | 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan | 
Davitt, Michael 


Donelan, Captain A. 
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Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Stevenson, Francis 5. 


Nussey, Thomas Willans | Strachey, Edward 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 

O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) | Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
| O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) | Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 

O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) Thomas. Alfred (Giamorgan. E. 

Oldroyd, Mark | Thomas, David Alfd. (Mertliyr 


Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) | Ure, Alexander 


Paulton, James Mellor Wallace, Robert 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) | Walton, Jn. Lawson (Leeds, 8. 
Perks, Robert William | Warner, Thomas Courtney T, 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare Wedderburn, Sir William 

| Pilkington,Sir.G.A(LanesSW Weir, James Galloway 
Power, Patrick Joseph Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Price, Robert John | Whittaker, Thomas Paliner 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks.) Williams, John Carvell (Notts. 
tandell, David Wills, Sir William Henry 

| Reckitt, Harold James | Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Richardson, J. (Durham, $.E.) | Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Rickett, J. Compton | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Wilson, John (Govan) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Hud’rsf'd 


fobson, William Snowdon | Woods, Samuel 
| Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | Young, Samuel (Cavan. East) 
Schwann, Charles E. | Yoxall, James Henry 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
| Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh. | TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
| Spicer, Albert | Mr. M‘Arthur. 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 


That those The Committee divided :—Avyes, 165 ; 
Noes, 262. (Division List, No. 256.) 


AYES. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) Kitson, Sir James 
Duckworth, James Labouchere, Henry 
Dunn, Sir William Lambert George 
Ellis, John Edward ' Langley, Batty 
| Emmott, Alfred Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan | Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | Lewis, John Herbert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond | Lloyd-George, David 
Flynn, James Christopher Logan, John William 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) | Lough, Thomas 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Lyell, Sir Leonard 


Goddard, Daniel Ford | Macaleese, Daniel 

Gold, Charles MacDonnell, Dr.M. A,(Qu’nsC) 

Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley | NacNeill, John G:ordon Swift 

Griffith, Ellis J. | M‘Dermott, Patrick 

Gurdon, SirWilliam Brampton , M‘Ewan, William 

Haldane, Richard Burdon | M‘Ghee, Richard 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Harwood, George ' M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- | M‘Leod, John 

Hazell, Walter ; Maddison, Fred. 

Hedderwick, Thos. Charles H. | Maden, John Henry 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. | Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
| Hogan, James Francis Mellor,:Rt. Hon.J.W.( Yorks.) 

Holden, Sir Angus | Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 

Holland, Wm.H.(York, W.R.) | Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 

Horniman, Frederick Jolin _ Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 

| Jacoby, James Alfred ! Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
| Johnson-Ferguson, JabezEdw. | Morley, Rt. Hon.J.(Montrose) 
Joicey, Sir James Morris, Samuel 

| Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a | Morton,Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU | Moss, Samuel 

Kearley, Hudson E. ; Moulton, John Fletcher 
Kinloch, Sir John George 8. | Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
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Nus 
OB 
OC 
W'Ce 
Oldr 
Paln 
Paln 
Paul 
Peas 
Perk 
Pick: 
Pick 
Pilki 
Powe 
Price 
Pries 
Ran 

Reck 
Rich: 


Rick 


Aird, 
Allhu 
Anso! 
Arehy 
Arno! 
Arno! 
Atkir 
Bagot 
Baile: 
Bailli 
Baird 
Baldy 
Balfon 
Salfor 
Janbi 
sarne 
Barry 
Bartle 
Barto. 
Bathu 
Beach 
Beach 
Becke 
Begg, 
Bentir 
Bethe! 
Bhowr 
Bill, C 
Blund 
Bonso} 
3osca\ 
Boulnc 
Bousfi 
Bowle: 
Bowles 
Brasse 
Brodri: 
Brookf 
Bullar« 
Burdet 
Butche 
Campb 
Carlile. 
Carson 
Cavend 
Cavend 
Cayzer. 
Cecil, F 
Cecil, L 
Chalon 
Chamb 
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Nussey, Thomas Willans 
0’ Brien, James F, X. (Cork) 


0’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. | 
| Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 


4’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Qldroyd, Mark 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 


Palmer, George W. (Reading) | 


Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG, A.(LancsSW 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Randell, David 

teckitt, Harold James 


ichardson,J. (Dnrham, S. E.) | 


tickett, J. Compton 


Aird, John 
Allhusen, A. Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 
salfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds | 
3anbury, Frederick George — | 
jarnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol) | 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants. ) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H.F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn | 
Brassey, Albert | 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | 
Brookfield, A. Montagu | 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutis, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHn J. A.(Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer. Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
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Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn. A. G.H.(C.ofLond.) | 
Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans) | 
Giles, Charles Tyrell 





{11 Jury 1899} 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


Schwann, Charles E. 


| Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) | 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Spicer, Albert 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stevenson, Francis 5. 


| Strachey, Edward 


Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


| Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
| Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E) 


Thomas, David Alfr. (Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 


NOES. 


Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Clarke,SirEdward (Plymouth) 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H:Athole , 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 
‘ Hoare. Samuel (Norwich) 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Lixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 5. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hon. SirJ.(Man) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick Willlam 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
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Walton, John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 


| Wedderburn, Sir William 


Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts. 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Charles. Henry (Hull) 


| Wilson, HenryJ. (York, W.R.) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


| Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 


Woodhonse, SirJ. T.(Hddersf'd 


/ Woods, Samuel 


Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hon John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
GoschenRtHnG. J(St. George’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D. (Wed’bury 
Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 


| Hanbury, Rt. Hn Robert Win. 


Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hill, Rt. Hn. A. Staveley(Stafts. 
Hill, SirEdwardStock (Bristol 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampste’d 


Hobhouse, Henr 

Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 


; Howell, William Tudor 


Hozier, Hon. J. Henry Cecil 


| Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 


| Kenyon, James 
| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 


Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


| Leighton, Stanley 
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Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn (Swans. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp’l) | 


Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadw ae WwW illiam 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cimming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb., W.) | 
Malcolm, Ian 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) | 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Meysey- * ten Sir H. a7 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J. Seott (H’nts) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pas 
More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm'thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W wh (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 


Mr. A. 
and claimed to move: 
tion, 
be liable to pay only” 


clause.’ be now put.” 


J. BALFOUR rose 
“That the 
‘That the words of the clatts 
stand part of the 


{COMMONS} 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon.Sir H.Statford 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 


Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 

Perey, Ear! 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Priestley,SirW.O (Edinburgh | 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, ('. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Richardson, Sir Thos.(Hartp’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir Matt. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, J. H. Dudley 

Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon. Sir Edward Albert 
Savory. Sir Joseph 

Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 


Sidebottom, William (Derbys.) | 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Hon. W. 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


in his place, 
ques- 
» “shall House, 
Amendment 


be discussed. 


F. D. (Strand) | 


*THe CHAIRMAN: 
accept the motion of the Leader of the 
because I thought there was an 


(Rates) Bill. 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 

Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

Sutherland, Sir Thomas 

Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf. Univ. 

Thorburn, Walter 
| Thornton, Perey M. 
| Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward.Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C.E. i 
Welby, Lieut. -Col. A. ¢ 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,.J.W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndhain, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES-- 
Sir William Walrond ard 
Mr. Anstruther. 


I said I could not 


on the Paper which should 
But, of course, if the Com- 
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*THECHAIRMAN: There is an Amend- 
ment standing in the Paper in the name 
of the hon. Member for North-West 
Durham which, [ think, the Committee 
should have an opportunity of discussing. 
If the Committee would be prepared to 
discuss that Amendment, I should decline 
to accept the motion of the First Lord of 
the Treasury ; but if the Committe e do 
not accept that view, I shal! be compelled 
to accept the motion. 

Hon. MEMBERS: Oh, oh! 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : 


May I ask, Sir, on a point of order, in 


what way the resolution of the right hon. ; s 


Gentleman would be put in the event of 
any arrangement being arrived at by the 
acceptance of the Amendment you have 
mentioned’? I submit that the 
sition should be accepted or refused. 


propo- | 


mittee decline to discuss that Amendment, 
I shall be compelled to accept the motion 
of the right hon. Gentleman. 


I rise, Sir, to 
I wonder where 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: 
; another point of order. 
I come in. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
of the hon. Member does not come before 
that of the hon. Member for North-West 
Durham. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The Committee is a little at a loss to 


understand what the proceeding is. 
While fully recognising your desire to 


secure for the Committee the considera- 
tion of a particular Amendment, I would 
ask how we can be allowed to consider: 


that Amendment without having an 
opportunity of considering the others. 


Should we, for instance, have an oppor- 
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tunity of considering the Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon. Member 
for the Carnarvon Boroughs, to which 
reference was made in the discussion of 
the Amendment which has just been 
negatived. The point is, by what process 
one Amendment can be selected and 
saved from the wreck without any mercy 
being shown to the others. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT : Earlier 
in the evening I made the observation 
that we could not very well tell what 
Amendments would be put, and I was 
then assured that every Amendment 
which was in order would be put from the 
Chair. And I was debarred from continuing 
the argument I was addressing to the Com- 
mittee on the ground of Amendments 
that were to follow. I would venture to 
submit to you, Sir, that what the Com- 
mittee is entitled to ask is that, before 
the Amendments are shut out, you should 
on each Amendment rule it out of order. 
To put to the Committee generally 
whether they are prepared to discuss a 
particular Amendment or not is to me an 
entirely new proceeding. 


Hon. Members: No. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Yes; 
I can understand that the Amendment 
may be accepted, but how can the Com- 
mittee generally say whether they will 
or will not discuss an Amendment? I 
would ask your ruling upon the point. 
As to the motion made by the right hon. 
Gentleman, [ claim that if that Amend- 
ment is in order it should be put from the 
Chair. The House of Commons has a 
right —the minority even have some 
tights—to see that the rules of the 
House are observed. Therefore, we ask 
your decision upon the motion of the 
right hon. Gentleman to strike out the 
words down to “only.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: To keep 
them in. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : That is 
the motion that is before the Committee ; 
and, of course, if it is put and carried, the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
North-West Durham cannot be put. I 
understand you to say that, if the Com- 
mittee proposes to discuss that Amend- 
ment, you will not put from the Chair the 
motion of the right hon. Gentleman. If 
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that is so, then, of course, the motion of 
the right hon. Gentleman falls to the 
ground. You have told us that you will 
not put that motion if the Committee is 
prepared to discuss the Amendment of 
the hon. Member for North-West Durham, 
and, as far as I am concerned, I am pre- 
pared to do that. 
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Mr. ELLIS J. GRIFFITH (Anglesey) ; 
May I ask, Sir, whether, you having 
refused the closure, the right procedure 
is not to go on with the next Amendment 
on the Paper ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I have followed a 
precedent which is in my mind—and in the 
mind of many other Members of the Com- 
mittee, which was set by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Bodmin 
a good many years ago. In endeavouring 
to protect the rights of the minority it 
seemed to me that there was one sub- 
stantial Amendment which would be shut 
out if I accepted the motion of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the House. 
I was endeavouring to protect the rights 
of the minority in that respect, and 
endeavouring to procure for them a dis- 
cussion of that Amendment; but if the 
minority do not wish the course [ 
suggested to be taken, of course, the only 
alternative for me is to accept the motion 
of the First Lord of the Treasury. 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
Perhaps I may be permitted to recall the 
circumstances to which you have referred, 
Sir, because it may have some bearing on 
the conduct of the Committee to-day. 
The Committee at that time was in a very 
excited condition, and it had had a pro- 
tracted Debate over many Amendments 
to the Irish Crimes Prevention Bill, and 
a motion was made that certain words 
should stand part of the clause. I said 
that if that motion were accepted it would 
cut out one or two Amendments, to 
which I directed attention, which in my 
judgment were substantial Amendments, 
and I therefore hesitated to accept the 
motion. Thereupon the members of 
the Committee agreed, practically with- 
out any vote taken on the subject, to 
drop all the intermediate Amendments, 
except the one or two to which I called 
attention, and to proceed with the dis- 
cussion. That, I presume, is what you 
have suggested on the present occasion. 


T 
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I may say, looking back to that time, 
that if the Committee had not followed 
the suggestion made of saving the one or 


two substantial Amendments to which I | 


{COMMONS} 
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| Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN; 
| That entirely saves the understanding 
| with my right hon. friend. 


have referred, I should, not perhaps | 


immediately, but after a short interval, 
have accepted the motion that certain 
words should stand part, even though 


they did cut out those substantial Amend- | 


ments, because it is impossible, as I con- 


ceive, for the Chairman to do otherwise, | 


having regard to the conduct of business, 


as well as to the rights of private Mem- | 
If business is | 
progress | 


bers and of the minority. 
so conducted as to render 
impossible, then, at whatever cost, it is 
inevitable that certain substantial Amend- 
ments may come to be overlooked. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I am sure, Sir, there is no disposition in 
this quarter of the House to do otherwise 
than facilitate an arrangement—perhaps 
not entirely to the liking of hon. Members 
of this side of the House who think they 
have been treated with small amount of 
courtesy —but at the same time to facili- 
tate such an arrangement. What we do 
not see is how, as a matter of form, it is 
to be brought about. The right hon. 
Gentleman has reminded us of an 
occasion to which reference has 


in addition to the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for North-West Durham, to 
which you attach importance, you would 
not also include in your exception the 
particular Amendment to which refer- 
ence has been previously made to-day, 
and as to which an assurance was un- 
doubtedly given to my right hon. friend 
the Member for West Monmouth that it 
would be put from the Chair. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I have a_ note 
opposite that particular Amendment that 
it ought to come up aS a hew clause, and 
if it had been reached in the ordinary 
course of business I should have ruled 
that it ought to have been raised as a new 
clause, in the same way as I ruled 
yesterday that an Amendment put down 
by the hon. Member for Monmouth 
should have been brought up as a new 


clause. Therefore the hon. Member for 
the Carnarvon Boroughs will not be 


injured if the arrangement | suggested is 
adopted. 
Mr. Courtney. 


heen | 
made ; but I would ask you, Sir, whether, | 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: You 
| have said, Sir, that your decision on this 
/matter will be taken on whether the 
House is disposed or not disposed to dis- 
cuss the Amendment of the hon. Member 
for Durham. How is that to be ascer- 
|tained? I ask you to tell us, because 

that seems to me to be the turning point 
of the matter. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I propose to ascer- 
tain that by calling upon the hon. Member 
for Durham. There is only one other 
hon. Member who has an Amendment 
before that in order, and if that hon. 
Member insists on his title to intervene, 
of course the arrangement would be de- 
stroyed, and I should be compelled to 
accept the motion of the First Lord of the 
Treasury. 


An Hon. MEMBER: Whose Amend- 


ment is that ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
in the name of the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: My Amend- 
ment is quite as substantial as that of the 
hon. Member for North-West Durham. 
If I had not regarded it as a substantial 
Amendment I would not have put it on 
the Paper. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I ask, ona 
point of order, whether there is any pre- 
cedent for the course which you, Mr. 
Lowther, are now taking ; that is to say, 
in passing over a Member of the House 
whose Amendment is in order, and calling 
on an hon. Member whose name stands 
subsequent on the Paper. Referring for 
a moment to the only precedent alluded 
to by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bodmin, I wish to direct 
attention to the fact on that occasion, 
after a very heated discussion, and on 
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the tenth or eleventh night of the dis-{ *THr CHAIRMAN: The only Amend- 
cussion, the right hon. Member for Bod-| ment yet passed over with the consent of 
min was dealing with only a small party | the hon. Member in whose name it stands 
in the House, of which I was a Member, | is the Amendment of the hon. Member 
and not with the whole body of the|for Merthyr Tydvil. The other Amend- 
Opposition in this House. I venture to} ments are subsequent to that of the hon. 
submit that in the present instance | Member for North-West Durham. 

you, Mr. Lowther, are making a 
large advance on that precedent. This 
is only the second night of the Debate —_* Fen reins 

in Committee, and the Opposition is not a — oe J. : ee FITH ; Do } 
small minority, but the whole Opposition rr wxccenenaliggumtiis: Meneggns. thee Doonsaagons 
in the House. I conclude by asking you mendment you have passed over my 
again whether there is any precedent for 2 IN “ srncgy in order, and whiel 
the Chairman passing over an hon. ee ae a Se ee 
Member whose Amendment stands upon 
the Paper, and calling upon another hon. 
Member whose name stands subsequently | *Tye CHAIRMAN: It is just the 
on the Paper. opposite. The Amendment standing in 
the name of the hon. Member for Angle- 
. ' a sey comes after that of the hon. Member 

THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member | for North-West Durham. 

has misunderstood the situation. I did not 
pass over the hon. Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil ; on the contrary, I stated quite 
clearly that, except with his consent, I 
could not call upon the hon. Member for|of order. [I have an 
North-West Durham. If he refuses his| page 16. If it be in order it is un 
consent, we are left in the same position | doubtedly an important and substantial 
as at the close of the last Division. Amendment. It would be ruled out by 
the closure suggested. May I ask if that 
Amendment of mine is in order 4 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: On a point 


Amendment on 








Mr. D. A. THOMAS : I will give my 


*THue CHAIRMAN : I have the same 
Mr. ELLIS J. GRIFFITH: [ also | 2° opposite to the Amendment of the 
would be cut out if this course were | 20". Member for King’s Lynn as I have 
taken. My Amendment to limit the | PPomte that of the hon. Member for Car- 
operation of the Act to benefices given | T@?V0"- It ought to sa yg? re oe 
before the passing of the Act is in order, = on the hon. Member tor 
and stands next on the Paper. NOrtA- Wess LUTaam. 





| 
*THE CHAIRMAN : Of course, that | Mr. ATHERLEY - JONES (N.-W: 
Amendment would be passed over along | Durham): I beg to move the Amendment 
with others. Ido not say that it is not standing in my name. The principle 
in order, but it is not, in my opinion, so} upon which the Bill is founded is to be 
substantial. There isa difference between | discovered in the declaration in_ the 
these Amendments. Some are very im-| Report of the Royal Commission, and the 
portant ; others not so important. In| speeches of the Members of the Govern- 
my opinion the most important Amend-| ment, and of the Commission during the 
ment that would be passed over would | earlier stages of the discussion. I gathet 
be that of the hon. Member for North-} from these that the great object of the 
West Durham. | Bill is that, according to their view of the 
| facts, certain deductions from the rateable 
| value of the tithe rent-charge had not 
Mr. ELLIS J. GRIFFITH: Am I; been made in the case of beneficed clergy 
to understand that you are passing over} which ought to have been made. With the 
my Amendment to go on to another | | single exception of the hon. and learned 


T 2 


—_ 
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Member for Plymouth, hon. 
were, on the Government side the 
House, solicitous during the Debate to 
repudiate the idea that this concession, 


ot 


{COMMONS} 


Members | This Bill is founded on the principle of 


for concession it is, was made on the | 
ground of sympathy with the distressful | 


condition of the clergy. I am afraid that 
we have a very shrewd suspicion, a suspi- 
cion to which the hon. and learned 
Member for Plymouth lent his authority, 
that the rwison d'etre was not any unjust 
principle of deductions applied to the 
tithe rent-charge, but rather the view 


that the clergy are, from the point of , 


view of sympathy, entitled to some 


concession on the part of the general tax- | 
I would point out to the House | 


payers. 
that the claim made in 
clergy is that there are a certain number 
of deductions which ought to be made 
and which have not been made. 


behalf of the | 


After a| 


very careful and prolonged investigation | 
. | ° ° 
' deduction should not be made in respect 


a certain number of deductions were 


made, and these are set out in the Re- | 


port. I am prepared to admit, and I 
think it is a very sound proposition, that 


if you can establish that the clergy for | 


the prose of discharging their office, or 
causing their office properly to be dis- 
charged, are put to expenses which fall 


or are likely to fall on the tithe rent- | 


charge, then, I think, that is a deduction 
which may reasonably be made. There 


| 
| 
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deduction, and the hon. Member who is 
responsible for the Report has eternally 
hammered on that question. It is be- 
cause the parson is not fairly treated in 
respect of rating that he is entitled to 
these grants, and because there would be 
difficulty in adjusting the rating in each 
particular case. One of the most ex- 
perienced persons connected with the 
administration of ecclesiastical revenues, 
Mr. De Bock Porter (Secretary to the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners), repudiated 
the justice of making deductions from 
the tithe rent-charge, with the exception 
of repairs of the chancel and the employ- 
ment of a curate. What are these other 
deductions? One of them which the 
hon. and learned Member for Stroud put 
forward was the land tax. Now, why 
should the land tax be deducted? 
The same hon. Gentleman asked whether 


of wages for superintendence. Now, I 
shrink from arguing that point, because 
is there anything more repugnant to one’s 
conception of the position of a clergyman 
who has the cure of souls than that there 
should be a deduction made from the 
tithe rent-charge based upon the principle 
of wages? A very distinguished judge 
repudiated the idea with absolute horror 


as an indignity to the Church, and yet 


are two deductions in my mind to which | 
that principle applies, and two only. One | 
is in respect of the repair of the church ; | 


the other is in respect of the necessary 
employment of a curate for the purpose 
of discharging the duties of the benefice. 
Now, I believe that the law, as it at 
present stands, speaking generally, in 
spite of a recent decision, does recognise 
that deductions may be properly made 


from the rateable value of the benefice for | 


the purpose of the repair of the church, 
or, at any rate, for the purpose 
of the repair of that 
part of the building for 
the parson is responsible. As to the 
other charge in regard to the employ- 
ment of a curate, I am prepared to con- 


cede that as the law at present stands, | 
the curate’s salary cannot properly be | 


allocated to tithe rent-charge, unless his 
employment is compulsory. Speaking 
for myself—and I do not know that any 


of my hon. or right hon. friends would | 
controvert the proposition—I think it | 


we are invited in the discussion which has 
taken place during this Debate to grant 
a deduction for the services of the pastor 
of a church in superintending the cure of 
souls as proper. I will not condescend 
to discuss that point, because every person 
who has given evidence upon that ques- 
tion, with the single exception of the hon. 
Member, has repudiated in the strongest 
possible manner the idea that you 
should value by wages the high and 
sacred duty which a_ clergyman of 


ithe Church cf England has to perform. 


particular | 
which | 


It is perfectly true that a considerable 
number of clergy do suffer from very 
_ grievous distress. We know the numerous 
appeals which have been made in this 
respect, and had this measure been 
applied to the relief of the necessitous 
clergy, I do not think we should have 
been prepared to deal otherwise than ina 
generous and liberal manner with such a 
measure, so far as is consistent with the 
principles which we are bound to pro- 
mote. But it is conceded that it is not 


would be only fair and reasonable that | for the benetit of the distressed clergy, 


these two deductions should be made. 


Mr. Atherley-Jones. 


because it is not the distressed clergyman 
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with the small tithe who will derive any 
benefit from this Bill. The man who 
will derive most benefit is the largest 
tithe-owner. One word only in con- 
clusion. It is continually contended, and 
without the smallest pretence of justifica- 
tion, that the clergyman is badly treated. 
To a large extent that statement has been 
exploded over and over again by the 
illustrations which have been given by 
my hon. friends on this side of the 
House. But it must be borne in mind 
that when these commutations took place, 
not merely the landlord, but the clerical 
tithe-owner greatly benefited. in the 
first place, they had the certainty of their 
income, which they did not have before ; 
and, in the second place, they were not 
exposed to the vicissitudes of agriculture, 
because they still had their income 
by the system of commutation. If there 
is an injustice at all to the clergy, it 
is a microscopic injustice, and this Bill 
is entirely out of proportion to the 
injustice under which they suffer. That 
injustice can be dealt with under the 
present law, and deductions given to meet 
the exigencies of the situation. It is 
quite unnecessary that we should give a 
wholesale dole to the clergy, which, after 
all, will not very often be of assistance to 
the really necessitous cases. 


Amendment proposed 


‘In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘ benetice,’ 
toinsert the words, ‘ who has incurred expenses 
in the employment of a curate for the pur- 
poses of such benefice, or has ineurred expenses 
about repairing the church belonging to such 
benefice, he shall, where such expenditure is 
not less than one-half of the amount of any 
rate to which this Act applies. ~—(.Wr. 
Atherley-Jones.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. LONG: The hon. Gentleman's 
speech and Amendment are very helpful, 
demonstrating as they do the cnormous 
difficulty of the task which he has set 
himself to accomplish. He desires to 
specify what form the relief of rating 
shall take, and for what services alone this 
relief shali be given. Well, the Govern- 
ment are abundantly justified in the 
line that they have adopted by the 
Report of the Royal Commissicn. The 
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Royal Commission had before them all 
the evidence to which the hon. and 
learned Gentleman has referred, and we 
know that they included in their inquiry 
this question of deductions from the rate- 
able value. I admit at once that if we 
were dealing in a permanent way with 
the whole question of local taxation, un- 
questionably it is by some form of deduc- 
tion that we should have to seek a 
permanent remedy. The statement that 
the Royal Commission recommended that 
form of relief is a complete mistake. 
The majority of the Royal Commission, 
on the contrary, made recommendations 
of the most general character, and it was 
only three Members of the Commission 
who recommended that relief should be 
given by a process of deductions. If the 
majority of the Commission had been 
satisfied that a case for deductions had 
been established, I have no doubt that, 
instead of making general recommenda- 
tions, they would have made some recom- 
mendations which would have been a guide 
to the Government. They avoided doing 
so, and, considering the difficult and com- 
plicated nature of the subject, | am not 
surprised. [ am not prepared to admit, 
on the part of the Government, that it 
would be fair to lessen the incidence of 
the rates with regard only to those clergy 
covered by the Amendment, because we 
hold that, as tithe rent-charge owners, the 
position of the whole of the clergy as 
ratepayers, as compared with other rate- 
payers, is an unjust one, and ought to be 
remedied. The Government cannot, 
therefore, accept the Amendment. 


sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: I was 
surprised to hear the right hon. Gentle- 
mon say that the proposals of this Bill 
were in accordance with the recommenda- 
tions of the Royal Commission, and still 
more surprised that the Government did 
not follow the recommendations of three 
members of the Commission whose names 
have been specially mentioned-——namely, 
Sir John Hibbert, the late Chairman of 
the Board of Inland Revenue, and the 
hon. and learned Member for Stroud, 
who recommended the self-same proposal 
as is contained in the Amendment. As 
2 matter of fact, the Government have 
repudiated the authorities upon whom the 
hon. and learned Member for Plymouth, 
whose speech on the Second Reading was 
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specially thrown at our heads, mainly 
relied. I will read the Report : 

“We desire to add that, in eur opinion, the 
inequality which exists to the detriment of 
owners of tithe rent-charge not severed from 
the benefice is due to the fact that, in ascer- 
taining the rateable value of such tithe rent- 
charge, sufficient deductions from the gross 
value have not been allowed ; and that it is 
neeessary, in order to place the owners of such 
tithe rent-charge on a footing of equality with 
the owners or occupiers of other raveable 
property, to provide by legislation for the 
allowance of further deductions from the eTOss 
value, and in such deductions to recognise the 
liability which is imposed on the owners of 
such tithe rent-charge to render certain ser- 
vices as a condition of enjoying their emolu- 
ments.” 


Thi at is the policy recommended by these 
three Members of the Commission, which 
has been quoted as the highest authority 
in the matter. I should like to know 
how the first of these signatories is going 
to vote on this Amendment. He has not 
dissented from the majority Report with- 
out grave consideration. That is the 
situation with reference to the principle of 
deductions. But higher authority still, 
the right hon. Gentleman in charge of 
this Bill, says that no doubt, if we were 
to consider the question on its merits, the 
principle of deductions is the right 
principle; but then, why does ‘he not 
adopt it? He says it is because of the 
interim Report, in which these three most 


important Members recommended the 
deductions. The majority Report made 


no recommendations at all, and the right 
hon. Gentleman says they had not had 
time, and therefore the Government can- | 
not consider this matter on its proper 
footing. We believe the principle they 
have adopted is a wrong one. It Is quite | 


obvious that if you have a principle of | 
deductions you reform the principle itself | 


these allowances on 
But what you do is | 
to. assess a property on the old rate, and | 
then pay half of it out of a fund. If you 
consider any particular class is unjustly 
dealt with, the remedy is by deductions, 
and not by assessment, and it is in that 
way that you ought to proceed. 
right hon. Gentleman admits that ; but 
either through being unable to make up | 
its mind, or havi ing no mind on the subject, | 
the Commission lay an interim Report | 
upon the Table of this House, to change | 
the. whole system of rating instead of 
reforming it. The whole difficulty lies in 
the deductions themselves, when you 
Sir William Harcourt. 


when you make 
particular holdings. 
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come toconsider them, Now, what light 
does that throw on this pretence of doing 
justice + If there were any injustice at 
all, you would not have the slightest diffi 
culty in making up your mind as to the 
addition to be made. There is one other 
point which commends itself to an ordin- 
ary mind, and that is that a man who 
keeps a curate at £150 a year you admit 
ought to have a deduction, but you would 
be unable to give that deduction to a 
man who ought to keep a curate and does 
not, and having made it on the ground 
that you give it toa man for something 
he has paid, you give it also to another 
who has not paid it. Then, again, you 
give it to one man for repairing his 
chane el, and you give something else to 
another who does not. That is the prin- 
ciple of this Bill, founded on the principle 
of blind justice. I suppose the gift, like 
rain, will descend on the just and unjust 





alike. If you are going to make allow- 
ances at all, you should make them to 


men who want them. But this system 
squanders the money of the taxpayers on 
the pretence that it is wanted by a class 
of people, whereas that pretence does not 
apply to avery large section of them. If 
you made up your minds as to these 
deductions, you know perfectly well you 
would not get half the sum which you 
now ask for, and that is the reason you 
ny in the face of the recommendation of 
ithe three most important Members of the 
Io ommission. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddington): The 
right hon. Gentleman in charge of the 
| Bill has told us that he did not accept 
| the Report of the minority of the Com- 
missioners, but he went on to say that the 
Bill was really founded on the general 
recommendations of the other Commis- 
isioners. I have read that Re = very 
| carefully, but I have been unable to find 
| that the recommendations of the majority 
of the Commissioners are based on any 
otherground than the theory of deductions. 
This Bill not only does not give effect to that 
principle, but goes directly in the teeth 
of the recommendations based upon it. 
| So inconsistent is the Bill with the theory 
‘of deductions, that it proposes to give 
this grant to rich and poor alike ; to those 
who employ a curate and to those who do 
not ; to those who suffer from these de- 
'ductions, and to those who do not suffer 
from them at all. The Amendment of 
/my hon. and learned friend raises a most 
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important question—namely, What is the 
justification of the Government for their 
proposition ? I trust that hon. and right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, and especially 
the hon. and learned Member for Stroud 
and the Solicitor-General—who has been 
singularly and suspiciously silent during 
this Debate —will make something like a 
defence of the provisions involved in the 


Bill. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Gloucestershire, Stroud) : 
I merely wish to prevent any misunder- 
standing. I believe the Royal Commission 
were unanimous that something must be 
done of a temporary nature. Those who 
thought of what the ultimate Report as 
regards the rating of tithe rent-charge 
was likely to be, desired to emphasise their 
view as to what that Report should be. 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite would not sug- 
gest that in a temporary measure of this 
kind, and without waiting for the final 
Report of the Royal Commission, we 
ought to touch the valuation list. The 
Government are acting on the recommen- 
dations of the Royal Commission that 
they should do something of a temporary 
nature, and the result will be practically 
the same as if they had applied the prin- 
ciple of deductions. I am not going into 
the question of what deductions are 
proper. That is a matter of controversy. 
But I wish to protest against the notion 
that three Members of the Royal Com- 
mission dissented upon this point from 
their colleagues. I believe they were all 
agreed that something should be done at 
once. 


Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen, 
E.): I shall vote in favour of my hon. and 
learned friend’s Amendment, though I 
feel it requires explanation, because it is 
one of the most astonishing proposals I 
have ever heard of. For instance, my 
hon. and learned friend’s first suggestion 
is that, because a clergyman employs a 
curate, therefore he is to be relieved from 
part of his rates. In principle there is 
absolutely no distinction between the 
clergyman who employs a curate to help 
him to do his work and the clergyman 
who uses a pony and trap, or the man 
who works al] day long and most of the 
night, and does without both the curate 
and the pony and trap. To that extent 
I do not appreciate the Amendment. But 
I think the Amendment will lessen the 
evils of this Bill and will save the country 
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a certain amount of taxes or rates, as the 
case may be. I do not see the justice of 
this Bill, and I shall certainly vote in 
favour of preventing a certain number of 
clergymen, however hard working, from 
getting, not what belongs to them, but 
what I cannot conceive to be their right. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I think there is a 
very good case for the Amendment. The 
representatives of the clergy who gave 
the evidence before the Commission upon 
which this Bill is based, advocated 
exactly what is embodied in the Amend- 
ment. The Report says that Mr. Griffith- 
Boscawen, M.P., Mr. Petersen, and the 
Rey. E. F. Gepp urged that, in addition 
to the existing deductions, allowances 
should be made for the professional ser- 
vices to clerical titheowners, for the 
stipends of necessary curates, and other 
deductions are also mentioned. My hon. 
friend says that the rich man who under- 
takes the duties, knowing the liabilities, 
ought not to benefit by this Bill. But 
there may be cases where a large amount 
of the stipend goes in the payment of 
curates, and in that way the operation of 
the Bill would be limited. On this ground 
I shall support the Amendment. 

Mr. MCKENNA : I should be glad if 
we could agree upon certain matters 
under discussion. We shall all agree 
that tithe rent-charge is properly rate- 
able. That is accepted by the Bill itself, 
inasmuch as it leaves tithe rent-charge 
rateable exactly as now. It is also recog- 
nised that tithe rent-charge in the hands 
of lay impropriators is likewise left rate- 
able. The Bill distinguishes between 
tithe rent-charge in the hands of two 
particular kinds of owners, so that the 
liability to pay rates is reduced to whether 
the owner of particular tithe property is 
a clerical or a lay person. The issue of 
principle between us is whether the cleric 
should be relieved of half his rates, or 
whether he should continue to pay rates 
upon the tithe rent-charge as the lay im- 
propriator does. I have honestly 
endeavoured to follow the  argu- 
ments of the Royal Commissioners as set 
out in the Report, and to a certain 
extent I have been able to persuade 
myself that there is a great deal to be 
said from their point of view. But I 
cannot find a single word in that Report 
which supports the proposition of the 
Government as it now stands in the Bill 
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before us, although I find on page after 
page recommendations strictly in the 
spirit of the Amendment before the Com- 
mittee. The first part of the Report 
gives the history of rates as they affect 
tithe rent-charge. In the 13th sub- 
division of the Report will be found this 
heading: ‘Claims put forward on behalf 
of the incumbents for alterations in the 
system of valuing tithe rent-charge.” It 
is upon alterations in the system of valu- 
ing tithe rent-charge that the Commission 
proceeds, and upon nothing else. The 
liability to pay rates remains as a per- 
manent idea throughout the Report. 
Paragraph 84 gives a summary of the 
claim put forward on bebalf of the in- 
cumbents for a re-valuation of tithe rent- 
charge. Is not this a fair and concise 
summary of the whole case as put for- 
ward on their behalf—that their tithe 
rent-charge is given to them solely on 
conditions which are not imposed upon 
lay impropriators, and that inasmuch as 
clerics are under that duty they ought to 
be allowcd some deduction in their assess- 
ment in consequence of their obligation 
to perform that duty! The principle of 
justice which is put forward is that proper 
deductions are not made. There is no 
other claim put forward in this Report 
from beginning to end. Mr. Cassell, in 
his evidence, simply reiterates the opinion 
of the Commission as to the justification 
of their doing —what /—not remitting half 
the rates, but reducing the assessment. 
This Amendment does in principle carry 
out the recommendation of the Commis- 
sion—the only recommendation upon 
which the alleged principle of justice can 
be based. We are trustees of the public 
in the control of the public finances. 
Surely, then, it is very desirable in a 
question of this sort, in which money is at 
issue, that we should go very strictly 
upon principles of equity. We cannot 
always go upon principles of justice as 
laid down by the Courts of Law ; it is 
our duty frequently to overrule those 
decisions; but we ought to follow the 
principles of equity which have been laid 
down for our guidance, and which are not 
the principles underlying this Bill as it 
now stands. If this Amendment were 
accepted, I readily admit you would gain 
two results; but those results are bene- 
ficial both to the principle which ought to 
underly this Bill, and to those who most 
strenuously support this measure. 


Tithe_Rent-Charge 


The | 


{COMMONS} 


‘deny. 


first result is that the rich tithe-owner | 


Mr. McKenna. 


(Rates) Bill. 536 


will not get an advantage proportionate 
to his riches ; he will get only the same 
advantage as is obtained by the poorer 
tithe-owners. Surely that is very desir- 
able. The second result will be that we 
shall cast the burden of the cost of the 
measure, not upon the general taxpayer, 
but upon the persons who ought to be 
made liable for it—that is, the persons 
who have been reaping the advantage of 
the parson’s over-assessments in the past. 
I challenge hon. Members opposite to 
declare that, provided the same _ total 
amount of relief is given to the clergy, it 
would not be far more in accordance with 
their ideas of the distribution of the 
money that it should go in equality of 
payment to all elergy alike, and that it 
should not go in a larger proportion to the 
richer, and a less proportion to the poorer. 
That principle is better carried out by the 
Amendment than by the Bill, and there- 
fore I shall support the former. 


Mr. LAMBERT: This Amendment 
raises a principle which is wel! deserving 
of the attention of the Committee, and 
one the importance of which no one can 
It really carries out the principle 
which we were told just now would be 
the ultimate recommendation of the Royal 
Commission. The hon. Member for Stroud 
defends the Bill on the ground that it is 
a rough-and-ready method of getting 
justice. That may be, but for my own 
part, what I object to is this rough-and- 
ready method of throwing about the tax- 
payers’ money to persons who do not want 
it at all. The taxpayers and ratepayers 
do not get their money so easily as to 
want it thrown about in that rough-and- 
ready way. They want it distributed in 
the most equitable manner, so that it will 
do most good to those classes for whose 
benefit it is spent. It is because the 
Amendment carries out that principle 
that I shall support it. It also carries out 
the principle enunciated by the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, when he said that the per- 
manent remedy undoubtedly would be, as 
regards rating, some kind of deduction 
from the gross annual value. Why do we 
want, in this measure, which professes to 
be a reform of rating, to proceed upon 
wrong principles? Surely it ought to be 
a principle in this country that those who 
do their duty should get relief, and those 
who do not should not get relief. If this 
Amendment were carried the poor curates 
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who at present are in receipt of such{hold very strongly that of the many 
miserable stipends might have a iniquitous measures introduced by the 
chance of being a little better paid. | present Government this is not the least 
Surely if any persons receive relief | iniquitous. My contention is that it is a 
under this Bill it should be these poor | Bill to take out of the poor man’s pocket 
curates, rather than the rich incum-| money he can ill afford to spare, in 
bents who have incomes of from £1,000} order to give it to men, many 
to £1,500 a year. Another point is that|}of whom have £1,000 a _ year. 
rich tithe-payers have been receiving an|I cannot, however, follow the argument 
addition out of the commutation for| whereby my hon. friend attempts to 
a large number of years, and have there-| support his Amendment —— 
fore received a very considerable sum | 
over and above the amount they have paid. | _ Attention called to the fact that forty 
The Amendment would limit this relief | Members were not present; House 
to the smaller tithe-owners, and thereby | counted, and forty Members being found 
indirectly carry out the principle of not | present—- 
paying over and over again the rates of | 
these gentlemen, who have had such large | Mr. LOGAN: My _ hon. _ friend’s 
sums added to their already very high | argument really amounts to this. He 
interest. It cannot be denied that the | says “Exceptional consideration shall be 
Report of, and the evidence given | allowed to clergymen who have employed 
before, the Royal Commission go in| a portion of the money they receive as 
favour of such a system as is suggested in | tithe rent-charge for the purpose of em- 
the Amendment—a system of deductions | ploying a curate or repairing a church.” 
—and surely the Government ought to | I can quite understand that argument as 
give some credence and weight to the | far as it goes, but I think my hon. friend 
views of those upon whose evidence this has forgotten the source from which this 
Bill professes to be based. Mr. Petersen | money comes. A great many people are 
suggests that where a curate was unneces- apt to forget that the only portion of the 
sarily employed the amount proposed to tithe rent-charge which either a necessi- 
be deducted should not be allowed, but | tous or a rich parson can claim as income 
that where the Bishop was of opinion a is that portion which remains after the 
curate was necessary the deduction should | liabilities which attach to it have been met. 
be made. While I do not agree with this | One of the liabilities is the payment of 
gentleman’s arguments, I do think the! the rates, and I cannot, myself, see that 
Government, as they have brought in the | we are justified in recognising for a single 
Bill on this evidence, should carry out his moment the right of the clerical tithe- 
suggestions, and also the recommendations | owner to use any portion of the money 
of the hon. Gentleman who had the| that should go for the payment of rates 
courage to suggest a definite plan for the ‘for the purpose of paying a curate or 
consideration of the Government. They | beautifying his church. The tithe rent- 
should, at any rate, give credence to the | charge isa charge upon the land, and I hold 
Report of the Commission and to the | that if I support this Amendment I shall be 
weight of the evidence, which I am sure, recognising the right to ‘take from its 
from the tithe-owners’ point of view, is present purpose and object a portion of 
incontestably in favour of the proposition the charge in order to use it for other 
embodied in this Amendment. purposes. I take that strong line because 
I recognise that the nation has an interest 
Mr. LOGAN (Leicester, Harborough): in this tithe rent-charge. It is the nation’s 
I regret to find myself unable, without reserve interest in the land, and that is 
some further explanation, to support my the reason why I protest against money 
hon. friend’s Amendment. By it he set apart for a particular purpose being 
seeks to limit the operation of the Bill to handed over to gentlemen in possession 
those clergymen who have incurred ex- | of benefices to be employed for other 
pense in the employment of a curate for | purposes. I would ask hon. Gentlemen 
the purposes of a benefice, or for the re- | who support this Amendment whether it 
pair of the Church belonging to a bene-| would not be a very great temptation, 
fice. To the extent that the Amendment | indeed, to some of these clerical holders of 
limits the operation of the Bill I am, of | tithe rent-charge to use the money in 
course, with my hon. friend, because I | beautifying their churches, and so deprive 
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the rates of it. It necessarily follows 
that if this money, which should go to 
the relief of the rates, is used for the 
purposes of beautifying a church or 
paying an overworked curate, the other 
ratepayers in the immediate neighbour- 
hood will be called upon to pay an addi- 
tional rate. That is, I think, a very real 
danger, and I would remind the right hon. 
ventleman in charge of the Bill that in 
most parishes in the rural districts, with 
which he and I are very familiar, the par- 
son is usually the second richest man 
in the place, and if by this Amendment 
he is able to throw a greater burden of 
rates on his neighbours he will be doing 
it to men, 999 out of every 1,000 of 
whom are poorer than himself. 
I cannot vote against the Amendment, 
because it limits the mischief of the Bill, 
I will not pledge myself to vote for it, 
unless my hon. friend can give further 
reasons in support of it. 


Tithe Rent harge 


*Mr. MENDL (Plymouth): This 
Amendment is a very good illustration of 
the confusion which exists as to the two 
possible bases on which this Bill is 
founded. As I understand the Amend- 
ment of my hon. friend the Member for 
North-West Durham, it is based on the 
Report of the Royal Commission, which 
relies upon the fact that deductions are 
claimed by the owners of tithe, inasmuch 
as landowners are allowed deductions in 
respect of their rates. My hon. friend 
suggests that instead of taking a lump 
sum and handing it over to the clergy, 
irrespective as to whether they are or are 
not fulfilling certain functions, you 
should apply this money to those clergy- 
men who are fulfilling certain functions 
in respect of their office. 
to my mind, gives away the whole basis 
of the Bill. It is true that in the country 
and the Press the whole contention has 
been that the clergy have suffered in con- 
sequence of the fall in agricultural produce 
and the expenses of their benefices. That 
is nothing more nor less than an appeal 
in forma pauperis—an appeal by the clergy 
to the charity of the taxpayers of this 
country to assist them. But this Amend- 
ment is a test of the contention put 
forward time after time by the right hon. 
Gentleman and hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
inthe course of the debates on this Bill, that 
this Bill is not based on mercy or charity, 
but on justice. My hon. friend proposes 
that its operation should be confined to 


Mr. Logan. 
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To oppose this, | 
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those beneficed clergy who have incurred 
expense in the employment of a curate or 


in repairing the Church belonging to the 


benefice. There is one aspect of the 
Amendment which commends itself to 
me, and that is that one of the first 
results of its operation would be that a 
very large number of additional curates 
would be employed. The Amendment 
employs the method recommended by the 
Royal Commission, and it is the method 
nearest to that applied to ratepayers who 
are not clerical tithe-owners. There 
is a further recommendation, and that 
is that it would limit the amount 
of money to be spent, and spent to 
the great disadvantage and detriment 
of urban ratepayers. I think the Amend- 
ment is a very fair test, because any hon, 
Member who votes against it cannot pre- 
tend that he regards this Bill as being 
based on justice, because if it is based on 
justice, surely justice is amply done when 
you provide a quid pro quo for those 
clergymen who have claims in regard to 
expenses connected with the church. 
As the Bill now stands, the clergyman 
who does not employ a_ curate, or 
repair his church, is in the same or 
even ina better position than a clergy- 
man who does. For many reasons, 
although I admit there is danger in 
allowing deductions of any kind from 
what, after all, has been historically 
proved to be the gross and not the net 
income, I shall support the Amendment. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): Although I admit there is a 
great deal of force in the arguments of 
my hon. and learned friend who moved 
this Amendment, I cannot agree with it 
as it stands. Let us consider for a 
moment what the position of the Bill 
now is. The right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site has stated again and again that this 
Bill is based on the theory that the 
existing rating law involves an injustice 
to one class of tithe-owner. We on this 
side contend that the law as it stands is 
equitable and fair, and that the clergy 
should be assessed for rates like other 
tithe-owners. We have, therefore, a con- 
flict of first principles, and I need hardly 
remind the Committee of the maxim that 
with those who deny first principles it is 
impossible to argue. Now, my _ hon. 
friend’s Amendment appears to me to 
give away the very case we have heen 
endeavouring to build up against the 
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arguments of the other side. There 
appears, I will not say confusion, but 
some difference of opinion, on the other 
side as to the real principle on which this 
Bill is based. The right hon. Gentleman 
has been clear and consistent throughout, 
but there have been one or two other 
Members who have been very far from 
taking the same broad and _ general 
view suggested by him, and I can quite 
see how that arises. I find in the Report 
of the Royal Commission, on which, in 
part at least, this proposed legislation is 
based, there are two recommendations in 
which there is considerable divergence of 
principle, or, if not principle, of practical 
argument. The first recommendation 
states that the representations made to the 
Committee on behalf of the owners of 
tithe rent-charge not severed from a bene- 
fice, have shown that the burden of local 
taxation is unduly onerous, and that 
sufficient allowance is not made for the 


fact that the persons entitled to 
tithe rent-charge are, under legislation, 
obliged to render service and _ to 
perform duties in return — therefor. 


That recommendation is a correct logical 
and legal way of stating the peculiarity 
that exists in the case of clergymen, 
whether that peculiarity entitles them to 
relief or not. The second recommenda- 
tion is larger. It states that the case of 
the owners of tithe rent-charge not 
severed from a benefice is based on the 
ground which the Commissioners consider 
to have been fully established—that the 
present law, as interpreted by the courts, 
works unjustly, and places those owners 
in a much less favourable position than 
other owners of rateable property. It is 
on this latter recommendation that this 
Bill has been based. The right hon. 
Gentleman has referred to this Bill as a 
measure of justice, and, taking a broad 
survey of the whole law and incidence of 
local taxation, he thinks it is a fair and a 
proper Bill for the relief of a deserving 
class of ratepayers. That is not the way 
in which the Bill is regarded throughout 
the country. The danger I want to ‘point 
out is, that if this Amendment is intro- 
duced into the Bill, it will give a colour 
to this Bill other than that which the 
Government desire to giv ¢e to it,and it may 
beused as a valid argument in favour of the 
Bill, the very first. principle of which I 
regard as unjust and improper. The 
Amendment too puts the obligation with 
regard to the repair of churches much 
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wider than it is in law. The only legal 
obligation on a vicar is to repair the 
chancel, whereas the Amendment refers 
to the whole structure. I am _ sorry 
to have to differ from my hon. friend, 
whose good intentions I recognise ; but 
while 1 cannot disguise my feeling of 
hostility to this measure, I cannot support 
the Amendment. 


*Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire): I also disapprove of the 
Amendment, because it appears to me to 
run counter to the first principles of 
rating. The first principles of rating as | 
understand it is that there shall be de- 
ducted from the gross receipts everything 
necessary to keep the property in con- 
dition, and that the balance shall be rated. 
In point of fact, the present law works 
equal justice to all ratepayers. Every 
ratepayer is allowed deductions on the 
same principle, namely, the cost of 
securing the net return. The deduc- 
tions vary in proportion to that cost. 
The employment, or the non-employment 
of a curate, makes no difference whatever 
as to the way in which the tithe rent- 
charge is collected. In the case of a land- 
owner nobody dreams of asking what he 
does with his rents. What is looked to 
is the amount of outgoings necessarily 
required to keep the property in such a con- 
dition as that it will command a rent. So 
in the case of a curate, his employment or 
non-employment has nothing whatever to 
do with the growth of the tithe rent-charge. 
Then the rector is the person who is to 
repair the chancel, but that duty is incum- 
bent upon him as owner of the tithe, and 
not as having cure of souls, for the duty is 
incumbent also on the lay impropriator. 
Of course it may be said that the Bill sins 
against all the principles of rating, but I 
cannot think that is a sufficient defence 
for the endowment we are now making. 
There is a further reason against deduc- 
tions such as this, and that is that the 
clergy already have largely benefited in 
the course of the last sixty years. They 
have greatly benefited by the commuta- 
tion of the tithe into a tithe rent-charge 


as a first charge on the land. In the 
next place they have been relieved 
by recent legislation of the irksome 


duty of collecting the tithe. Then they 
have been relieved of the up-keep of the 
elementary schools, and that is an endow- 
ment which will make it extremely 
difficult to bring about reforms in the 
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future. In fact the general position of | rateable value of the tithe are thoroughly 
the clergy has been greatly altered for | defective. The whole of the arguments 


the better, and therefore any claim they 


may have is entirely misplaced as a, 


matter of justice. 
on the side of the ratepayers, for these 
will now have the fund for the relief of 
their rates considerably diminished in 
order to aid the clergy. We know 
that the doctrine of verbal inspiration is 
going to be applied to this Bill, as it was 
applied to another Bill. So far from the 
clergy being in a position which requires 
justice to be done to them, if they would 
do justice themselves they would give up 
a considerable portion of the emoluments 
which they now receive. 


Mr. MOSS: The right hon. Gentleman 
opposite says that the principle of this 
Bill is that of justice. To my mind I 
can only see one principle in it, that is the 
principle of robbing the poor to pay the 
parson. I cannot logically support the 
Amendment which the hon. Member for 
North-West Durham has moved. I do 
not quite see on what principle it is 


based, or why, because a clergyman pays } 


so much for his curate, or for the repair 
of his church, he should be relieved of 
the payment of half his rates. We are 
all aware that one object of the tithe was 
the repair of the church edifice, and, if 
that be so, I do not see why we should go 
to the extent of relieving the incumbent 
of that obligation. As to the case of the 
payment of the curate, it seems to me 
that the argument of the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon is perfectly justifiable. 
Why should we take money out of the 
rates in order to allow a clergyman to 
keep two housemaids instead of one? 
Besides, you are granting relief to the 
very clergymen who are in least need of 
it. However, of the choice of two evils 
offered me, I prefer the Amendment to 
the Bill. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I concur to some extent in what 
has fallen from the hon. Member for 
Denbighshire. I can see no logical basis 
nor satisfactory legal argument for the 
Amendment, but unlike the hon. Member 
I intend to vote against it. It seems 
to me that the argument urged before 
the Royal Commissioners in favour of 
the policy of authorising these deduc- 
tions in order to 


Mr. Humphreys-Owen. 


The real injustice is | 
Debate. 


arrive at the true, 


rest on a transparent fallacy, which was 
exposed by the right hon. Member for 
Bodmin in the earlier stages of this 
The tithe rent-charge is a land 
value assigned to clergy ; it is not in any 
sense an income, it is a land value, there- 
fore assessable for local taxation in the 
same way as all other land values are. 
In this respect the argument of the right 
hon. Gentleman who introduced the Bill is 
absolutely fallacious ; and I do not think 
any speech since the beginning of these 
Debates has so illustrated the absolute 
futility to make out a case for this Bill 
as the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
in reply to my hon. friend. I would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman why it does not 
occur to Her Majesty’s Government to 
follow the course proposed by Mr. Sclater 


| Booth, when President of the Local Govern- 


ment Board. He attempted in a clause 
of a Bill in 1879 to deal with this question 
on the lines of the hon. and learned 
Member for Stroud, as quoted in the 
Report. I maintain that the Government 
have abandoned the principles of their 
own Party in dealing with this question. 
They have hopelessly condemned the 
policy which claims to be one of justice, 
but is really a policy of doles to those who 
have served them politically. They have 
absolutely demonstrated that no principle 
underlies this Bill and that it cannot be 
justified. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I have come 
to the conclusion, somewhat painfully, 


that this Amendment is purely 
theoretical. My hon. friend’s Amend- 
ment has, however, this value at 
least, that it puts to the test the 


question whether the Government are 
proceeding with this Bill on some 
principle applicable to rating, or on 
the principle of helping their political 
friends. This theoretical Amendment is 
very valuable, also, because it cannot be 
doubted that the whole of the evi- 
dence was directed to the deductions 
which were to be made from the tithe 
rent-charge. At page twenty-five of the 
Report, a list of these deductions is given 
by the Commission—land tax, liability 
to repair the chancel of the parish church, 
personal services of the vicar, payment to 
curates, payments to daughter churches, 
pensions to retired incumbents, payments 
to the Governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty, 
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for the redemption of loans. It is on| Cases have been put before the Royal 
such lines as these that the Government ;Commission of people who need not 
should have proceeded if they really have employed curates, but who did. 
wanted toamend the rating law. Iftheir Lord Balfour of Burleigh, the Chairman 
desire was to proceed by any kind of of the Commission, asked a witness, Mr. 
rule or principle applicable to rating it |Petersen—the only layman who appeared 
should have been done on the lines of | asa witness on that side of the question— 
the hon. and learned Member for Stroud. | except the hon. Member for Stroud— 
They say, however, that that cannot be | whether, assuming that the rector was a 
done, as this is a big question, until the | very elderly or rich man and employed a 
Report of the Royal Commission as a/ curate, he would allow his salary to be 
whole comes up. According to the hon. | deducted. “No,” said Mr. Petersen, “I 
Member for Stroud this is only a rough-| would not in that case. I should only 
and-ready method of dealing with the | allow the deduction where the bishop of 
question temporarily. It is because it is | the diocese certified that the curate was 
a rough-and-ready method that I object | necessarily employed.” There is nothing 
toit; it is ready for the parsons and | of that kind in the Billatall, and nothing 
rough on the other ratepayers of the|to indicate that the curate must be 
country. My hon. friend in _his| “necessarily employed.” The result will 
Amendment says that the deductions | therefore be that the rich man and the 
to be made in future are the/| idle man will be relieved, and the poor 
expenses for the employment of a curate | struggling vicar will not be relieved. 
and for the repair of the chancel ; but the | As a practical man I think the Amend- 
relief is to be given without regard at all} ment is not workable. This matter has 
to the value of the benefice or to the ser-| perplexed me very greatly, and I am loth 
vices of the incumbent. Now, I maintain | to part from my friends in the lobby. 
that in practice that will not be workable | But I think I am on safe ground in de- 
at all. As a matter of fact the relief | ciding how to vote on this Amendment. 
would be in favour of the rich men with | Ought we, in this piecemeal fashion, in 
large livings, and there would be no relief | this rough-and-ready method, to give any 
to the men who have small livings. There | relief at all to these people out of the poor 
might be some show of reason in favour of | taxpayers’ pockets ? 

the Amendment, if my hon. friend had | 

provided that relief is to be granted; wy Barrour rose in his place, and 
where the curate is “necessarily em-/ ¢laimed to move, “ That the Question be 
ployed,” but my hon. friend says, “‘ where | joy put.” 

the curate is, in fact, employed.” I 
think that is entirely wrong—I was going 
to say, wrong in principle ; but I cannot 
get at the principle of the Bill. As a 
practical man I am bound to say that this 
Amendment is not workable in practice. 
Tam not drawing on my imagination. | Noes, 121, 


545 Tithe Rent-Charge 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 208 ; 
(Division List No. 237.) 





AYES. 


Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Ed. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 


Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bailey, James (Walworth) Bousfield, William Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch'r) | Brassey, Albert 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W.(Leeds) | Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Banbury, Frederick George Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell Bullard, Sir Harry 

Bartley, George C. T. Burdett-Coutts, W. Cooke,C. W. Radcliffe (Heref’d) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket Butcher, John George Cornwallis, FieanesStanley W. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Beach, Rt HnSirM. H. (Bristol) | Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) | Cranborne, Viscount 

Beach, W. W. B. (Hants.) Cayzer, Sir Charles William Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Beckett, Ernest William Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. Cross,Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 





Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
sethell, Commander 





Chamberlain, Rt. HonJ.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r) 


| 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
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Dalkeith, Earl] of 


Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham | 


Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 5. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mner. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gai fit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


{COMMONS} 


Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jollifie, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 


| Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 


Kenyon, James 


| Keswick, William 
| Kimber, Henry 


King. Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-Genera! 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw.H. | 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewelyn, Sir D.- (Swansea) 


| Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 


| Lowles, John 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Lucas-Shadwell, William 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon | 


Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 


Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘TIver,Sir L.(Edinburgh, W.) | 
Malcolm, Ian 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 


| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.) | 
Morgan, Hon. F.(Monm’thsh. ) | 


| Morrell, George Herbert 


Hill, Rt. Hn. A. Staveley(Staffs. | 


Hoare. E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 


Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- | 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allen, W.(Newe.-under-Lyme) 


Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Channing, Francis Allston 


Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh.) | 


Colville, John 
Crilly, Daniel 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 


Morrison, Walter 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Perey, Ear] 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones,Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 


NOES. 
Davitt, Michael 


Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 


| Doogan, P. C. 
| Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir 


Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, SamuelT. (Glamorgan) | 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
enry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 7 


| Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


Gurdon, Sir William B. 


| Haldane, Richard Burdon 
| Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
| Hayne,Rt. Hon, Charles Seale- 
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Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep’] 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir Matthew W. 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke ‘ 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh, 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf. Univ, 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Welbv, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, B. C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander(Berks,E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 


Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holden, Sir Angus 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


| Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 


Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 


| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir J. George S. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
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Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Leod, John 

Maden, John Henry 
Mellor, Rt. Hon.J.W. (Yorks.) | 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | 
Morgan, J. “Lloyd ( Carmarthen) | 
Morgan, W Pritchard(Merthyr | 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) | 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
0’Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (L iverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 


Question put accordingly, 
words be there inserted.” 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Billson, Alfred 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh. ) 
Colville, John 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Davitt, Michael 

Denny, Colonel 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, C harles M. (Lanark) 
Duckw orth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, 8S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Geddard, Daniel For 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thos. Charles H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holden, Sir Angus 
Horniman, Frederick John 


} 


| 


Aird, John 

Allhusen, AugustusHen. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Man.) | 


| Morton, E. J. C. 


{11 JuLy 1899} 


| Palmer,SirCharlesM(Durham) 
| Palmer, G. Wm. (Reading) 

| Paulton, wien aE Mellor 

| Pease, Joseph A 


. (Northumb. ) 
Perks, Robert W illiam 


| Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Pilkington, Sir GA(LanesSW) 


Power, Patrick Joseph 


Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Briggs ( Yorks.) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | 


| Schwann, Charles &. 


| Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


“That those 
Noes, 218. 


AYES. 


; Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Altrea 
Joicey, Sir James 


| Kearley, Hudson E. 


Kinloch, Sir John George 8. 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 


| Lough, Thomas 


Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


| M‘Ewan, William 

| MS Kenna, Reginald 
| M‘Leod, John 

| Maden, "John Henry 


Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 


| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| Oldroyd, Mark 
| Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 


Palmer, George W. (Reading ) 


| Paulton, James Mellor 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert William 


NOES. 
Balfour,Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 


| Bartley, George C. T. 


| Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M. H.(Bristol 


The Committee divided :— 
(Division List, No. 238.) 


(Lates) Bill. 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Albert 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds S.) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts. ) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T. (Hudders. ) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
M‘Arthur and Mr. Causton. 
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-~Ayes, 98 


Pickard, Benjamin 
Pilkington, SirG. A.(LanesS W) 
Power, . Patric k Jose »ph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randall, David 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 
tickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edm. (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Ure, Alexander 
Walton, J. Lawson, (Leeds, S.) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts.) 
Wilson, John (Durham Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhonse,SirJ.T.(Hudd’sfa} 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Atherley-Jones and 
Mr. Mend]. 


Beach, W. W.Bramston( Hants. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
sethell, Commander 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 
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Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Bir. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Wore. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Charles E. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke,C. W. Radcliffe( Heref'd 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanleyW. | 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred | 
Cross, Herb Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham | 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. $. | 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. | 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 


Fardell, Sir T. George | 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mance’r | 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Foster, Col. W. H. (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 





Mr. BaLFour rose in his place, and 


' Hare, Thomas Leigh 


| King, Sir Henry Seymour 


| Lafone, Alfred 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lucas-Shadwell, William 


| Morgan,Hn.F.(Monmouthsh. ) 


{COMMONS} 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 


| Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) | 


Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hardy, Laurence 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter | 
Hill, Rt. Hon. A. S. (Staffs.) | 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) | 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry | 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R.(Bow) | 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 


| Hutchinson, Capt.G. W. Grice- 
| Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George | 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. | 
Kenyon, James 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 


Knowles, Lees 
Labouchere, Henry 


Laurie, Lieut. -General | 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. Edw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn- (Swan.) | 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Cel. A. R. | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Liverpool 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 


Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 
Malcolm, Ian 

Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton,Arthur H. A(Deptford 
Mount, William George | 





Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
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Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 

Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Penn, John 


| Perey, Earl 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rasch, Major F. Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 


| Ridley, Rt, Hon. Sir M. W. 


Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 


Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Willia-n(Derbysh. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Spencer, Ernest 
Spicer, Albert 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stock, James Henry 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfdU ni.) 
Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh,N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander( Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Question put, “That the words of the 


claimed to move, “That the Question | Clause ‘shall be liable to pay only ’ stand 
‘That the words of the Clause “shall be | part of the Clause, be now put.” 


liable to pay only” stand 
Clause,’ be now put.” 


part of the 
Noes, 135. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 222; 
(Division List, No. 239.) 
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Aird, 
Allhu: 
Anson 
Archd 
Atkin: 
Bagot, 
Baird. 
Balfou 
Balfou 
Banbu 
Barne: 
Bartle: 
Barton 
Bathut 
Beach, 
Beach, 
Becket 
Bemro: 
Bentin 
Bethell 
Big woc 
Bill, CI 
Blunde 
Bond, | 
Bonsor, 
Boscaw 
Bousfie! 
Brassey 
Brodric 
Brook fi 
Bullard 
Burdett 
Butcher 
Cavend: 
Cavendi 
Cayzer, 
Cecil, L 
Chalone 
Chambe 
Chambe 
Chaplin. 
Charrins 
Clare, O 
Clarke,S 
Cochran 
Coghill, 
Colston, 
Comptor 
Cook, Fi 
Cooke, C 
Cornwall! 
Cox, Irw 
Cranborr 
Cripps, C 
Cross, Al 
Cross, He 
Cubitt, E 
Curzon, \ 
a 
rymp! 
tng 
zonal, ( 
loughty, 
Douslas, 
Douglas-] 
Duncomb 
Elliot, Heo 
Fardell, S 
Fellowes, 
Fergusson 
Finch, Ge 
Finlay, Si 
Fisher, W 
Fison, Fre 
FitzWygr 
VOL. 





’l) 
y) 


e) 
h. 


er 
i.) 
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Aird, John 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt Josceline FitzRoy 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. A. J. (Mane’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol 
Beach, WW Bramston( Hants. ) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bonsor, H. Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir H “5 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Were’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke,SirEd ward (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Charles E. H.’ Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes S. W. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Carzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn SirJ(Mane’r) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert B. 

Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick W. 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
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| Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 

| Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 

| Galloway, William Johnson 

| Garfit, William 
Gedge, Sydney 

| Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

| Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St Albans) 

| Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

| Galliat, John Saunders 

| Godson, Sir A. Frederick 

| Goldsworthy, Major-General 

| Gordon, Hon. John Edward 

| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 

| Goschen, RtHaGJ(StGeorge’s) 

| Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 

| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

| Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 

| Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 


Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) | 


Gretton, John 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
| Hall, Rt, Hon. Sir Charles 


Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George | 


Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

| Heaton, John Henniker 

| Helder, Augustus 


| Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter | 
| Hill, Rt. HnA.Staveley(Staffs. ) | 
| Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hampst’d) | 
| Savory, Sir Joseph 
| Seton-Karr, Henr 


| Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
| Hobhouse, Henry 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 
Howell, William Tudor 


Hutchinson, Capt. G. W.Grice- | 


| Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 

| Kemp, George 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH 
Kenyon, James 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

| Lafone, Alfred 

' Laurie, Lieut.-General 

| Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 

| Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw.H. | 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 

| Leighton, Stanle 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn- (Sw’ns’a | 
Lockwoud, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 

| Long, Col. CharlesW (Evesham | 

| Long, Rt. Hn Walter(Liverpool | 

| Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 

| Lowe, Francis William 

| Lowles, John 

| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

| Lucas-Shadwell, William 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison | 

| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 

| M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 

| Maleolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Milbank, SirPowlettCharlesJ. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George | 
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Holland,Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) | 


554 


(Rates) Bill. 


| Milward, Colonel Victor 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper’ Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’ths. ) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, Williem George 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 

Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlepool) 


| Ridley, Rt.Hn.SirMatthew W. 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 


| Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
| Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 


Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stock, James Henry 


| Strauss, Arthur 
| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hediey 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Un. ) 


/ Thornburn, Walter 


Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


| Valentia, Viscount 


Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E. (Kent) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 


| Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 


| Wilson, J. W. (Worcester, N.) 
| Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. 5.- 


| Wylie, Alexander 


Wyndham, George 


| Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander( Berks, E. ) 
Younger, William 


AYES— 
and 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Sir William Walrond 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Wm.(Newe. maeiay me 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth €. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Broadhurst, ey 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas RKyburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert Durham 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Coanning, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G. B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardiyan 
Davitt, Michael 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. 
Du kworth, James 
Dunn, Sir William 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir H. 
(roddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

trurdon, Sir William B 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. 
Hazell, Walter 
Hedderwick, Thomas CH. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Holden, Sir Angus 


(Lanark) 


Seale 


Question put accordingly, 
‘shall be liable to | 
stand part of the Clause.” 


words’ of the Clause 
pay only’ 


Aird, John ‘ 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour,Rt Hon A J (Maneh’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds) 
sanbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederie Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Beach, RtHonSirM H-( Bristol) 
Beach, W W Bramston (Hants. ) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 


{COMMONS} 


NOES. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 


Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSir U | 


> 


Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kinlock, Sir John George S. 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Lawson, Sir W. 
Leng, Sir John 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ewan, William 

M ‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 
Mellor,Rt. Hon. J. W. ( Yorks.) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morgan, W Pritchard( Merthyr 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moes, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Old royd, Mark 

Palmer, Sir Chas. M.( Durham) 
Palmer, Geo. Wm. R eading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Joseph A (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert William 


(Cumberland) 


‘That the 


Noes, 145. 


AYES. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Bonsor, Henry (osmo Orme 
Boseawen, Artaur Griftith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Jolin 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett- Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, Williain Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
‘avendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 

Cayzer, Sir C. William 

C ecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


The Committee divided : 
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Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,Sir G.A.(LanesSW 


Power, Patrick Joseph 


Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J.(Durham,S.E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 


' Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 


Sinclair, Capt John (Forfarsh. ) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. P. J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 


| Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. } 
Thomas, David A lfred( Merthy) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, S$.) 
Warner Thos. Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts.) 
Wills, Sir Williain * ema 
Wilson, HenryJ. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Hudd’sf'd 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Gladstone and Mr. 
M‘Arthur 

Ayes, 234; 


(Division List No. 240.) 


Chaloner, Captain R. G W. 
Chambeatide Hon..J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Aust’n( Wore’r 
Ckarrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, SirEdward( Ply —— 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. 
Coghill, Douglas H dig 
Colston, C has. Edw. H. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, ag Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. R. (Hereford) 


Athole 


a ey FiennesStanleyW. 


Cox, Irwin Edward B. 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Boulton) 
Cubitt, Hon. eur 
Curzon, Viscount 
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Dalke 
Dalry: 
Denn} 
Dicks 
Disrae 
Doug} 
Doug] 
Doug] 
Dunce 
Dyke, 
Elliot, 
Farde! 
Fellow 
Fergu 
Finch, 
Finlay 
Fisher 
Fison, 
FitzW 
Foster 
Foster 
Gallow 
Garfit, 
Gedge. 
Gibbot 
Gibbs, 
Giles, | 
Gilliat 
Godso1 
Goldsv 
Gordo 
Gorst, 
Gosche 
Gosche 
Gouldi 
Grahat 
Gray, | 
Green, 
Greene 
Greene 
Grettor 
Gull, S 
Hall, R 
Hamilt 
Hanbu 
Hanson 
Hardy, 
Hare, 'T 
Heaton 
Helder, 
Hermor 
Hill, Rt. 
Hoare, | 
Hoare, | 
Hobhou 
Holland 
Hornby. 
Howard 
Howell, 


Abrahar 
Allen, V 
Ashton, 
Asquith, 
Atherley 
Austin, | 
Barlow, 
Bayley, ' 
Beaumor 
Billson, 
Bolton, ; 
Broadhu: 





fi) 





e) 


3) 


rm. 
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ith) 
E. 
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Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, RtHonSir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, RtHn.GJ(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameror. 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hill, Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Staffs) 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, W.(Newc. under Lyme) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 


Tithe Rent-Charge 





{11 Juty 1899} 


| Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJno. H. 
Kenyon, James 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 

| Knowles, Lees 
Lafone, Alfred 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lecky, Rn. Hon. W. E. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 


Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Swansea | 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn.Walter( Liverpool 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool!) 
M-IverSirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, HonWF 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A.G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. atten 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 

Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Penn, John 

Percy, Ear! 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


NOES. 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston | 
Clark, Dr G. B. (Caithness-sh | 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 


U 2 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
tankin, Sir James 
| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tichardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W, 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
{ound, James 
| Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
| Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry 8.(Limehouse) 
| Savory, Sir Joseph 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton. Karr. Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
| Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
| Stock, James Henry 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd t ni. 
Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest , 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C.E.( Kent) 
| Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Kt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Williams, Jos. Powell-(Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
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| Wyndham, George 
| Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 


Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 

Young, Commander(Berks,E. ) 

Younger, William 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S. ) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-( Cardig’n 
Davitt, Michae 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 


| Doogan, P. C. 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) 
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Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) | 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R.C.Munro (Leith) | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grey, Sir Fdward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir WilliamBrampton | 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harwood, George | 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 
Hazell, Walter 


{COMMONS} 


Lough, Thomas 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Qu’n’sC 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W. (Yorks. | 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | 
Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) | 
Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


| Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) , 
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Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Kobson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. ( tockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 


| Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Albert: 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen,E. ) 





Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. | 
Hemphill, Kt. Hon. Charles H. | 
Holden, Sir Angus 

Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Merley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Furguson,JabezEdw. | 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | 


Moss, Samuel 
Nussey, Thomas 


O Connor, T. P. 
Oldroyd, Mark 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir John Gee. Symth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 


Pickersgill, Edw 
| Pilkington,Sir G 
Power, Patrick . 


Randell, David 
Reckitt, Harold 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: The Amend- 
ment I have to move is on page 16, and 
it is to provide that the owner of tithe 
rent-charge attached to a benefice should 
be liable to pay only “the proportion set 
forth in the schedule to this Act,” and if 
hon. Members look at the Amendment to 
the schedule which it is my intention to 
move subsequently they will see it reads : 

“ When the amount of rent-charge attached 

to a benefice does not exeeed £150, the propor- 
tion of the rate which the owner shall be liable 
to pay shall be one-half; exceeds £150, but 
does not exceed £200, two-thirds ; exceeds 
£200, but does not exceed £300, three-fourths ; 
exceeds £300, four-fifths.” 
This Amendinent is one of considerable 
substance, but at the same time, when I 
see the First Lord of the Treasury on the 
Front Bench, I confess I move it with a 
considerable degree of trepidation. And 
I would here like to protest against the 
action taken by the First Lord of the 
Treasury against me. 

*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not entitled on this 
Amendment to comment on the action of 
the First Lord. 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 


O’Connor J. (Wicklow, W.) 


Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) | 
Paulton, James Meller 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) | 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHn SirU | Perks, Robert William | 
| Pickard, Benjamin 


| Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton | 


| Thomas,Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfd.(Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

| Ure, Alexander 

| Walton, John L. (Leeds, S.) 

| Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Weir, James Galloway 

Whiteley, George (Stockport) 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts.) 

Wills, Sir William Henry 

Wilson, Henry J.(York,W. R.) 

ard Hare | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

.A.(LanesSW | Wilson, John (Govan) 

Joseph Wilson, J. W.( Worcestersh. N. 

Woodhouse, Sir JT(Hudd’rsfd) 

Yoxall, James Henry 


Willans 


(Liverpool ) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


James 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Only with the 
indulgence of the Committee. Every 
Amendment I have upon the Paper has 
been ruled by you, Mr. Lowther, to be in 
order. The first was accepted with so 
much expedition that I hardly knew 
whether it was accepted or not, but on 
the other two the closure has been moved. 
The present Amendment would form a 
sliding scale, and the intention is to pro- 
vide that those who are in most need 
shall receive at any rate the largest 
proportion of relief. If the right hon. 
Gentleman will accept the principle of 
the Amendment, I shall be ready to 
accept modifications of its terms. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page I, line 6, to leave out the words 
‘one-half, in order to insert the words ‘the 
proportion set forth in the schedule to this 
Act.’ °—(Mr. David Thomas.) 


instead thereof :— 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘one-half’ stand part of the clause.” 
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Mr. LONG : I regret that it will be | degree than other ratepayers ina similar 
impossible for me to accept the hon. Gen- | position. The suggestion that by adopt- 
tleman’s Amendmencin the form in which | ing this Amendment the relief would be 
it stands, or in any other form. The | averaged in a fairer way cannot be enter- 
hon. Gentleman tells us that one of his | tained, because the tithe rent-charge by 
objects is to take care that the relief | itself cannot be taken as an indication of 
should go to the most deserving and not a serious necessity. 
in some cases to the wealthy. I must | 
repeat that the hon. Gentleman’s object, | 
which is no doubt a desirable one, would | Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
not be attained by this Amendment. It | dee): Weare dealing here with old rates, 
is really ludicrous to imagine that the | and old rates are not in any respect a bur- 
amount of tithe rent-charge attached to a | den upon the present owners of property, 
benefice is in any way an indication of | The present owner takes the property sub- 
the emoluments of that benefice, and the | Ject to the burden of the old rates. If you 
position of the incumbent. It is impossi- | make a remission of these old rates it 
ble to arrive at the precise position of | follows that the larger owner gets the 
the incumbent without examination into '@"S€t remission, and you are 
the peculiar conditions attaching to his | Making a present not merely of the 
own incumbency and parish, a form of | 8¥™ in hand, but of the capital value of 
inquiry which it would be obviously im- | the rates so long as the remission lasts, to 
possible to make. I said on the Second | &VeTy person who benefits by it. If you 
Reading of the Bill that the | give a remission in proportion to the 
course we have adopted was one for | Value of the tithe rent-charge, you are 
which we have precedents in the /| giving a larger bonus to the wealthier 
present Lighting and Sanitary Acts, | ™M, 80 far as this property is concerned, 
Whether or not they are new rates is not | #24 @ smaller bonus to the poorer man, 
the question at all. The suggestion of | and that is an injustice against which my 
the hon. Member is that the relief should | 20n- friend wishes to guard by this 
be given more in accordance with the | Amendment. If the right hon. Gentle- 


requirements of the recipients. But if | man could have pointed in the matter of 


you take the tithe rent-charge as an indi- | lighting and watching and sanitary legis- 


cation of the recipient’s position you will | lation to a case in which Parliament inter- 


be misled, because while tithe rent-charge | fered with an old rate — . saa es 
stands at varying sums, in one case it | the land and not on the owner of the 


stands by itself, and in another case it | land, and give remission therefrom in 
is added to other sources of revenue, | Proportion to the amount of the rate, he 
Then, when you have arrived at the ful] | Wud have had a precedent for the course 
amount of the value of the benefice, you he has now taken. He has in no degree 
must find out what are thedemands made | ™et the principle = the spirit of the 
upon the incumbent, upon which depends | Amendment, which is one of the most 
the net value of the benefice. It would i™portant that has been or will be moved, 
not be possible to draw a hard and fast 224 I hope it will be adequately dis- 
rule such as that suggested by the hon,  Cussed on both sides of the House. 
Member, which would not involve much | 
greater hardship and injustice than any- *Mr. PERKS: One reason for reducing 
thing which can possibly follow from the the amount which incumbents may re- 
scheme proposed by the Government. It | ceive in mitigation of their rates is that 
can easily be shown that even when the | which I pointed out last evening, namely, 
Tates paid by the owners of tithe rent-|in a very important feature this fund 
charge have been reduced by one half, | which has been provided by the Govern- 
they will still pay in a much heavier | ment may not be sufficient—for we then 
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showed, and it was admitted by the 
Government, that the contingency had 
not been provided for that in the 
event of a lay impropriator giving back 
tithes to a benefice, those tithes will 
be able to claim the benefits of the Act. 
The basis upon which tithes are now 
assessed is not the par value, but the 
varying value of grain, and consequently 
tithes are now about 
63 per cent. of the par value of the 
tithe as commuted in 1836. It is 
perfectly evident that contingencies might 


assessed at 


arise when the assessed value of these | 


tithes would approximate to the par 
value again. What would be the imme- 
diate effect of the outbreak of an 
European war! The value would at once 
rise. There would be no such distinction 
between the par value and the present 
assessed value, and consequently the 
amount at which tithes would be assessed 
would be enormously in excess of that at 
which they are now rated. If such a 


contingency were to occur, it is perfectly | 


clear that the clergy would be rated, 
not upon a very largely reduced value, 
but upon a largely increased value, and 
being assessed upon the increased value 
the relief which they would be entitled to 
claim under this Bill would rise in exactly 
the same ratio. 
the very raison “étre of the Bill would 
disappear, because the tithes payable 
would be largely increased simultaneously 
with the reduction of the rates heing 
increased at the same time. 


Mr. LEWIS: This Amendment seeks 
to introduce into this Bill that system of 
graduation which has been adopted in 


other directions, and which is now uni- | 


versally recognised as a just principle. 
It has been adopted in the case of the 
income-tax by means of exemptions. The 
right hon. Gentleman said it would be 
necessary to make a number of inquiries 
into the actual value of the tithe and so 
on in the particular livings, but he might 
just as well say that it would be necessary 
to make an inquiry into the extent of a 


{COMMONS} 


In such a contingency | 
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| man’s income and the burdens upon that 
|income. There would be absolutely no 
difficulty in adopting the principle, 
whether or not the particular form 
recommended was adopted by the 
Government. But I am _ afraid the 
| Amendment will not be accepted by the 
| Government, not because it is not a 
| reasonable one, but because the Govern- 
| ment have made up their minds that no 
| Amendment of any kind whatever is to 
be inserted in the Bill, so as to avoid the 
|Report stage, and that the country may 
have as little opportunity as possible of 
judging and pronouncing their opinion 


upon this Bill. 


*Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- 
ton): It seems to me the Government are 
very happy in the choice of the Minister 
to whom they have committed the charge 
of this Bill. He has two advantages. He 
has theadvantage obviously of never having 
inquired into the elementary principles 
of taxation which have relation to the 
question, and he also has the advantage 
of not seeing when the arguments of 


/10 o'clock destroy the arguments he 


advanced at 7 o'clock. In his mind abso- 
lutely contradictory principles never in- 
terfere with one another. Let us see the 
defence he has made for the action of the 
Government in regard to this Amend- 
ment. He says, “Oh, you are quite 
wrong in thinking that we can distinguish 
between one clergyman and another by 
‘the amount of tithe he possesses. Tithe 
is only a portion of his income.” What 
then becomes of the challenge of the 
right hon. Gentleman to the Opposition 
to find anybody but a clergyman who 
was rated on his income? Was not 
the Bill brought in on the pretext 
that the tithe was his whole income, 
and that the rating on the tithe meant 
not a rate on a part of a man’s property, 
but on the whole? But now the defence 
is that clergymen have much property 
besides tithe. How then do they differ 
in any possible way from lay impropriators 
who have other property { If the income 
attached to a benefice is not only tithes, 
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but consists of other property in addition, 
what is the meaning of the attempt to | 
connect the income for tithe with services 

rendered? There is no connection what- 

ever between them. Why should we take 

a particular bit of property of a particular | 
class of people—for that is what it is 

reduced to now—-and proceed to increase 

that piece of property by paying half the | 
rates! It is exactly the same as saying | 
that where a part of the income of a| 
benefice is derived from Consols we will | 
pay the income tax on those Consols or | 
raise the interest to 3 per cent. The 

speech of the right hon. Gentleman has 

destroyed all connection between tithes 

and services, and has taken away every 

pretext for this Bill. It is a frank attempt 

to increase the value of property which in 

a certain number of cases is held by 

clergymen. I was astounded to hear 
cited as a precedent for this that in certain 

Acts tithes were exempted from special 
taxes. Yes, as a kind of property, but 

those exemptions did not apply only to 
clergymen. Whoever held the property 

got the benefit of the exemption, and | 
therefore those Acts were not precedents 
for clerical endowment Acts. 





Mr. CRIPPS: The argument of my 
hon. friend is absolutely inconsistent with 
every argument he has heretofore urged 
upon this Bill. The Amendment pro- 
poses that the proportion of rate which 
the owner of tithe rent-charge should be 
liable to pay should vary according to 
the amount of that rent-charge. If there 
is one principle more certain than another 
it is that when you decide upon the 
proper way in which certain property 
should be rated, you must rate it quite 
irrespective of the amount of the pro- 
perty. 


*Mr. MOULTON : And irrespective of 
the person who holds it. 


Mr. CRIPPS: Quite true. Supposing 
you want to apply the true principle of 
tating so far as tithe rent-charge is con- 
cerned. Can you suggest that that prin- | 


{11 JuLy 1899} 
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‘ciple should be differently applied accord- 


derived from a 
particular tithe rent-charge? Where. is 
there any case of such a principle being 
applied? Whether the property is rated 
at £1 or £100 you must rate it on the 
same principle. It is inconceivable that 
any member who has any knowledge of 
the subject can support such an Amend- 
ment as the one now before the Com- 
mittee. 


ing to the income 


SIR WILLIAM HARCOURT 
Limited as we have been in our power Cf 
discussing this Bill, the Debate has, at all 
events, been long enough to enable us 
entirely to convert the hon. and learned 
Member for Stroud. In the earlier part 
of the Debate we attempted to convince 
him that the rate was upon the property, 
and not upon Now he’ is 
objecting to this Amendment  becatise 
that principle is not observed. I have 
taken my stand upon the ground that’ it 
being a tax upon the property you have 
no right to-make any distinction what- 
ever in regard to the persons who benefit 
from the property. That is the funda- 
mental principle upon which we’ have 
argued this matter. The situation’ ‘in 
regard to this Amendment is that we are 
obliged to make the best of this Bill. * ‘If 
you choose to lay down the principle— 
which we maintain is a false principle— 
that you have a right to take into ¢on- 
sideration, with regard to this tax upon 
property, the. condition of a particular 
class of persons who enjoy that property, 
we desire by this Amendment to apply 
that principle more fairly. If you choose 
to say that you give this money to the 
clergy because they stand in a different 
position from that of all other owners of 
tithe property, it is quite plain that: you 
ought in dealing with the personal situa- 
tion of the individuals, to adjust your 
scheme with due regard to the different 
position of those individuals. I have 
said all along that the principle is a rotten 
one, and that you ought to deal with. all 
tithe property upon the same footing. 
You have. chosen to deny _ that; 


the owner. 
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you have selected a_ particular cass | regard. You say you are going to assist 
to deal with in a different manner from | what you call a deserving class of persons. 
other owners of the same class of property. | That is perfectly true, but we do not want 
Having done that, the Amendment pro-/ alms for those who have their pockets 
poses that you should make the amount | well lined. I desire to come to the 
of this bonus correspond to the different | assistance of the right hon. Gentleman in 


positions of the persons who are to receive | the matter of drafting. It is the mere - 


the money. | | changing of a word, and what I desire is 
| ~ gre the words “tithe rent-charge ” 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I accept the | “emoluments.” I do not know 
challenge of the hon. and learned Member | whether the word has gone forth that no 
for Stroud, and associate myself with the | Amendment is to be accepted, but that 
argument of the hon. and learned Member | ought not to deter us on this side from 
for Launceston. The only point upon w hich | 4eing the best we can for these poor 
I dissociate myself from him is in his attack | clergymen. I have answered as well as I 


on the right hon. Gentleman in charge of | bone the arguments of 99 hon. am ges 
the Bill. I think the right hon. Gentle- | entieman opposite, who was slient under 


man is the very Member of the Govern- | the argument I put forth—that he cannot 


ment who really shows that he is the | — “r proposal i “fa me gee 
. rf 2 "C - 2 v] ye sne 
person who ought to be entrusted with eee ¥ ane gt ae : 
the Bill. He knows all about it; he) ee ee er ee 
| after. The real question is whether these 
knows that the Bill simply means that | 
| doles ought to be so given as to meet the 
half the rates should be given back to | 
| real necessities of the case, and that is the 
every clergyman. He has been equally , ery iat 
c Amendment. 
pleasant to everybody on this side of the | oe 
House, and he has so excelled in his | Mr. ABEL THOMAS: Now we have 
management of the Bill that he has been | | got back again to the principle of rating, 
able to keep the Solicitor-General, who is | which is i whole groundwork of the 
bursting with a desire to give information, | “opposition by the ‘in: and learned 
a quietly by his side. If he could) \fomber for Stroud to this Amendment. 
tl senate kept the hon. and err rating principle, I understood, was 
ember for Stroud as quiet he would|,, },, duane forward ot « late 
have been all right. That hon. Gentleman | : : 
ra ; stage upon the whole matter of rating, 
36 ‘ y y 2 . 
says, “Can you show me any case in the for it has nothing whatever to do with 
whole of the law of rating where any | this Bill. You are now trying to put a 
difference is made according to the amount | | stop-gap to help the clergy in the country 
, 9” . = . 
of the property?” I would ask him | in order to enable them to pay their 
whether he can show me any case in the | rates. I do think that this is one of the 
rating law where two persons in the en-| most important Amendments which have 
joyment of precisely the same kind of | been put down on the Paper, and I am 
property are treated differently — not | rather pleased to find that the Govern- 
only treated by a sliding-seale, but by a} ment are going to refuse to accept it. I 
sliding-scale which is so favourable to one | object to the Bill from beginning to end, 
and so unfavourable to the other that one is | and the people of the country outside are 
put right at the top and the other pushed | not talking about the justice or injustice 
right to the bottom? Can the hon. and | | of the rating of tithes, but they are talk- 
learned Gentleman justify on what he | ing about the great difficulty in which the 
calls the “ principle of rating ” the omission | poor clergyman finds himself, because he 
of a tithe rent-charge owner because he | can scarcely provide food and clothing 
happens not to be a clergyman? The | for himself and his family ; and the 
Amendment is a reasonable one in this | country want you to relieve these poor 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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clergymen, and they do not care one | 
scrap about the injustice or the justice of 
the rating principle itself. It seems to 
me that the Amendment of my hon. 
friend is one which every individual con- 
stituent of every Member on the other 
side of the House would like to see carried, 
and therefore I am only too pleased to 
think that the Government will not 
accept this Amendment. This proposal 
would have been very acceptable to their 
own constituents, and therefore its non- 
acceptance will show their supporters the 
real nature of this Bill. It is all very 
well for the right hon. Gentleman to say 
that you cannot measure a clergyman’s 
wealth by the amount of his tithe rent- 
charge, but the same thing could be said 
about anybody. Take a man _ with 
£2,000 and another with 10s. _It is pos- 
sible that the latter is richer than the 
former, but you certainly would not rate 
them in the same way. It seems to me 
that the really deserving clergyman is 
only given a very small dole, whilst the 
rich clergyman, who ought not to have 
any dole at all, takes ten times as much as 
the poor clergyman. The effect of the 
rejection of this Amendment by hon. 
Members opposite will be noted by the | 
constituencies, and if the Government 
can see their way to accept this Amend- 
ment the better it will be for them when | 


they go to meet their constituents. | 
| 
Mr. STUART: I think it is useless to | 
urge any further objections to the princi- | 
ple of rating. There is only one principle | 
of rating, and that is the one which is | 
applied to the hypothetical tenant. We | 
all know that certain deductions — 
made from the tithes for the cost of col- 
lecting, but that has nothing to do with | 
what a hypothetical tenant might choose | 
to do with it or for it, and the only prin- 
ciple of rating is distinctly in favour of 
there being no deduction further than 
that which is necessary for the tithes. | 








That is perfectly clear, therefore, that this | 
argument cannot be urged against the | interesting reason why. 
Amendment of my hon. friend. But this | 
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Bill plunges head foremost through this 
principle, and it says that we have to con- 
sider what the person who is in possession of 
the property does with it or for it. Let 
us compare the case of two houses, one of 
which is bought or rented by a person 
who pays rent, and the other is held in 
return for services given to someone else. 
Those two houses are not rated differ- 
ently, but under this Bill we are consider- 
ing a totally different principle. We are 
considering what the person does who is 
in possession of the property, and we are 
breaking through the existing principle of 
rating. If we are going to relieve impe- 
cunious clergymen, it is better to adopt 
this Amendment than to adopt the hard 
and fast line in the Bill. The Bill gives 
relief mostly to the larger property, and 
the intention of this Amendment is to 
provide that there should be a larger pro- 
portion of relief given to the persons with 
smaller incomes. That is the same prin- 
ciple which is adopted in the income tax 
and the death duties. When we come to 


look closely at the Amendment itself as a 


means of relieving the clergy, I think it is 
a very great deal better than the proposal 
which is contained in the Bill, and I do 
not think that the principle of rating can 
be urged against this Amendment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I would point 
out to the Committee that this proposal is 
| based upon a suggestion made before the 
| Royal Comtaisedén by one of the shrewd- 
est members of that Commission. It is 
true that he signed afterwards the majo- 
rity Report, but he probably did that with 
_a view of arriving at some kind of com- 
mon agreement. The suggestion was 

made by Mr. Elliott that the scale in the 
Pluralities Act should be applied with a 
view of ascertaining the amount of relief 
‘to be extended to each case. Before the 
Commission a question was put to a tithe- 
owner whether he approved of that scale 
or not, and he said that he did not disap- 
prove of it, and he gave an exceedingly 
He said he had 


received letters from persons saying that 
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they had heard from Members of Parlia- 
ment, who had stated that they desired 
and hoped that this proposal was not 
going to be a relief entirely for the small 
livings. The real reason is that hon. 
Members on the opposite side of the 
House have written to these people 
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urging that they should not accept 
the scale which confines the relief 


to the smaller clergymen, but that they 
should demand relief all round for the 
general body of clergy. Therefore it is 
not the clergy themselves who object to 
this relief going to their most distressed 
brethren, but it is gentlemen like the 
hon. Member for Tunbridge and others, 
who have written to these clergymen, 
encouraging them not to accept the scale. 


Mr. GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge): I have never written any 
such letter. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I know that 
the letters referred to, at any rate, 
have not emanated from this side of 
the House, and therefore they must 
have come from the other side. I will 
read the words again. They state : 


“They have written saying that they have 
heard from Members of Parliament, that they 
hoped that the relief which is to be given is 
not going to be entirely a relief for the smaller 
livings.” 


In the Appendix to the Report of the 
Commissioners there is one case given 
which will show how this Bill will work 
if the Amendment is not accepted. The 
case I allude to is one where the gross 
tithe is £1,300. After making every 
deduction for rates, curates, and every 
possible deduction for the repair of the 
church there is a net income of £700a 
year. 
man will get under this Bill will be £74, 
whilst in the case of a clergyman whose 
income is only £116, he will only get 


relief to the amount of £2 16s.—that is to 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 


Now the relief which that clergy- | 





(Rates) Bill. 572 


say, the man with £700 a year gets £74, 
but the man with £116 a year only gets 
£2 16s. out of the Bill. Can there pos- 
sibly be a stronger argument in favour of 
this Amendment ? One of the witnesses 
gave an answer which bears very strongly 
upon this Amendment, for he said that ; 
“Tt very often happens that the man who 
does the most work has the least salary.” 
In spite of that, the man who does the 
most work gets £2 16s. under this Bill, 
and the man who does the least work gets 
£74. Iam glad my hon. friend has pro- 
posed this Amendment, because it shows 
the utter hollowness of the case for this 
Bill, which has no basis in justice or fair 
play, for the men with the big salaries 
get the most relief. 


Mr. SPICER (Monmouth Boroughs) : 
Ibeg to move, Sir, that you report Pro- 
gress. This measure, after all, is not one 
which has been called for by any strong 
expression of opinion from the country. 
When it is being introduced to this 
House one prominent Member of the 
Unionist Party leaves that Party, and 
even his constitutency do not venture to 
fight the seat again. In the same county 
a political contest is fought for two seats, 
and the two Unionist candidates are 





*Tue CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
must confine his remarks to the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. SPICER: I am addressing myself 
to my motion to report Progress. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : I am afraid that I 
cannot accept a motion to report Progress 
_at this stage, for we are now within ten 
minutes of the ordinary time for adjourn- 
| ment. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (Stock- 
port): I have listened with a great deal 
‘of attention to the speeches which have 
| been delivered by the hon. Member for 
the Stroud Division, and there appears to 
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be one chord which runs through the | 
whole of his speeches. The hon. and | 
learned Member is a great apostle of the | 
doctrine of equality in rating. 


Mr. CRIPPS: Hear, hear. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY : The hon. | 
and learned Member accepts that propo- 
sition, and I hope he will be able to} 
justify it. I venture to say that this Bill 
isan entirely revolutionary measure, for | 
it destroys once and for ever all unifor- 
mity and all equality in rating. It helps 
one particular kind of property, and out 
of that kind one particular section of | 
it. The measure lays down that all the | 
possible benefits which we are able to 
shower and all the money we can expend 
—not out of the taxpayers’ pockets, but 
out of the ratepayers’ pockets, some of 
whom are already paying rates to the | 
extent. of 6s., 8s., and 10s. in the £— | 
shall be showered upon this one particular | 
section of this one particular class of pro- 
perty. And upon what principle? Why, 
simply upon the great principle of services | 
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last fifteen years. 


convincing narrative.” 
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member of a very large rating authority, 
and I have been connected with the Asso- 
ciation of Municipal Corporations for the 
I want toask the hon. 
and learned Member opposite, or any 
Member connected with a rating authority, 
if ever they heard anything whatever of 
the question of services rendered when 
they came to consider questions of 
rating. Let the hon. and learned 


Gentleman opposite go to the Town Clerk 


of Liverpool—or of Leeds or Nottingham 
—and ask him what he thinks of the 
doctrine of services rendered where a 
rating question is concerned. The pro- 
posal is a monstrous and absolutely ridi- 
culous doctrine, and, to use the words of 
Mr. W. S. Gilbert, it is dragged in 
“merely to lend an air of artistic veri- 
similitude to an otherwise bald and un- 
That narrative is 
the Bill which we now have before this 
House. 


Question put, “ That the words ‘one- 
half’ stand part of the clause.” 


The Committee proceeded to a Divi- 





rendered. 


I have had some connection | sion :—Ayes, 228 ; Noes, 125. 


(Division 


with rating authorities, for I have been a_ List, No. 241.) 


Allhusen, AugustusHen. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Armold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Baillie, Jas. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

dalfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch'r) | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W.(Leeds) | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
deach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.(Bristol 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 





AYES. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J. Aust’n( Wore'r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clarke, SirEdward( Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Charles E. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


| Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
| Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
| Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 


Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 


| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 


| Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


| Curzon, Viscount 
| Dalkeith, Earl of 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 


| Denny, Colonel 
| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield 


| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 

| Dorington, Sir John Edward 
| Doughty, George 

| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 


' Doxford, William Theodore 


Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man.) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick Williain 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s} 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. } 
Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
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Hamilton, Rt. Hn.Lord George | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Heaton, John Hennike: 
Helder, Augustus 

Hill, Sir Edward §S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R.(Bow) | 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson,Capt.G. W. Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. | 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William | 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewellyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans. | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham | 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (L’pool) | 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwel]]l, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Wm.(Newce.underLyme 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbt. Hen. 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont. Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allstoa 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh. 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C 


| Milton, Viscount 
| Milward, Colonel Victor 


| Mount, William George 


| Nicol, Donald Ninian 
| Northcote, Hon. Sir H. 8. 
| Perey, Earl 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 
| Hazell, Walter 





{COMMONS} 


M‘Iver, SirLewis(Ed’nb’gh, W. | 
Malcolm, Ian | 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 





Montagu,Hn.J. Scott (Hants.) | 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) | 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh.) | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 


Muntz, Philip A. 


| Murray,RtHnAGraham (Bute | 


Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) | 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 


Pierpoint, Robert 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Shar 


Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir.James 


| Rasch, Major Frederick Carne | 
| Rentoul, James Alexander 


Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep']) | 


| Ritchie,Rt.Hn.Chas.Thomson 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 


' Round, James 


NOES. 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) , 
Duckworth, James 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(South’ton | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flyn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter!(Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harwood, George 





Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. | 
Holland, W. H. (York, W.R.) | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jobhnson-Ferguson,Jabez Edw. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 





Labouchere, Henry 
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Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, Johu Herbert Dudley 
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| Savory, Sir Joseph 


Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William(Derbys.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Talbot, Rt HnJG(Oxtd Univ.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. b. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E. R (Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


Young, Commander(Berks,E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Lambert, George 


| Langley, Batty 
| Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb’land 


Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A (Q.C.) 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Mellor, Rt. Hon.J. W.( Yorks.) 


| Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 


Montagu, Sir S.( Whitechapel) 
Morgan, W Pritchard( Merthyr) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Oldroyd, Mark 
Palmer,George W m.( Reading) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. 
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Perks, Robert William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
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Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alf. (lerthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 





| TELLERS FOR 


(Rates) Ball. 


Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts. ) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Hudd’sf'd 
Woods, Samuel 
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THE NoEs— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr M‘Arthur. 


It being after Midnight, the Chairman | ask if there is any precedent for moving 
proceeded to interrupt the business; it after Twelve o'clock. 
whereupon Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in | 


his place, and claimed to move, “That the | 
Question ‘That the words of the clause 
to the word “and” in line 8 stand part 
of the clause’ be now put.” 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Ona point of 
order, I should like to ask if there is any 
precedent for moving the closure in this 
This motion is not 
consequential in any way on the question 
before the Committee when the last Divi- 
sion was taken, and as the closure was not | 
moved before Twelve o’clock, I desire to | Noes 104. 


way after midnight. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Baillie, JamesE. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach,Rt. Hon.SirM. H.(Bris.) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Lowe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodriek, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harr: 
Burdett-Coutts, 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, RK. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 





' Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 








AYES. 


Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole 


Compton, Lord Al 

Cook, Fred. Teun thames) 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Vicount 

Dalkeith, Earl] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 


| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 


Question put, 
‘That the words of the clause to the 
word “and” in line 8 
clause’ be now put.’” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 224 
(Division List, No. 242.) 








*THE CHAIRMAN: This is not a con- 
sequential Amendment, but it is quite in 
order to move the closure on the inter- 
ruption of business even after Midnight. 


“That the question 


Q 


stand part of the 


? 


| Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Manc. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydne 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (st. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Rt.Hn.G.J.(StGeo.’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R.- (Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Helder, Augustus 
Hill, SirEdward Stock (Bristol) 
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Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hon. L. R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson,Capt. ¢ 1. W. Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. (reorge 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William | 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. Edw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Kt. Hon. W. (Liverp'l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe. Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rgh,W 
Malcolm, lan 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Abrabam, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, W. (Newe. under Lyme) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Kt- Hon. H. Henry 
Barlow, John Emmott ; 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James . 
Campbel!-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. (+. B.(Caithness-sh. ) 
Clough, Walter Owen 

Crilly, Daniel 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan(Cardigan) 
Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sam. T. (Glamorgan) 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 


| Maddison, Fred. 


{COMMONS} 


Milbank,SirPowl’ttChas. John | 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham _ | 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants) 
More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) | 
Morgan, Hn. Fred(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton,ArthurH. A.(Deptford | 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Ho AGraham(Bute 


Murray, Charles J. tg otf 
) | 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bat 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Northeote,Hon. Sir H.Stafford | 
| Valentia, Viscount 


Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
{ankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
tentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep’] 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson | 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Savory, Sir Joseph 


NOES. 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir William B. 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Holland, W. H. (York, W. .) | 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Logan, John William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, DrMA(Queen’sC) | 
M‘Ewan, William 
M ‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Maden, John Henry 
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Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 


| Sharpe, William Ed: ard T. 


Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 


| Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Smith,.Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
| Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
| Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


Stephens, Henry Charles 


| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
| Stock, James Henry 


Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox’d. Uny. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 


Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E. (Kent) 


| Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, J. W.( Worcestersh. N) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander(Berks,E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 


| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Priestley, Briggs (Yorks.) 


Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
tandell, David 


| Richardson, J. (Durham, S, E.) 
| Rickett, J. Compton 


Roberts, John H. (Denhighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. ) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Albert S 
Stanhope, Hon. Phillip J. 


| Steadman, William Charles 


Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stratchey, Edward 

Stuart, James ( Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 


' Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 





Wo! 
line 


Ans 
Are! 
Arn 
Arn 
Atk 
Bag’ 
Bail 
Bai 
Bal 
Balf 
Balf 
jan 
Barr 
Bart 
Bear 
Bem 
Bent 
Beth 
Big 
Bill, 
Blun 
Bond 
Bons 
Bose: 
Bras: 
Brod 
Brvo! 
Bulla 
Burd 
Bute! 
Carli 
Cave 
Cave 
Cay z 
Cecil, 
Cecil, 
Chale 
Cham 
Cham 
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Trevelyan, Charles Philips | Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) | Woods, Samuel 

Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. | Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 

Wedderburn, Sir William Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) | TBLLERS FOR THE NOES.— 
e) Weir, James Galloway Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) | Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
) Whiteley, George (Stockport) | Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Hudd’sf'd | Mr. M‘Arthur. 

' Question put accordingly, “That the The Committee divided :—Ayes 224, 
. words of the clause to the word ‘and’ in | Noes 100. (Division List, No. 243.) 
line 8 stand part of the clause.” | 
MI. 
AYES. 
y Anson, Sir William Reynell Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
ler Archdale, Edward Mervyn Digby, John K D. Wingtield- | Keswick, William 
v. Arnold, Alfred Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph King, Sir Henry Seymour 

Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Dorington, Sir John Edward Lafone, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Doughty, George Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
y Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy | Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. Edw. H. 

Baillie, James E.B.(Inverness) Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E.S. | Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
nt) Baird, JohnGeorge Alexander Doxford, William Theodore Leighton, Stanley 
, Balearres, Lord Drucker, A. Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Sw'ns’a) 
on- Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 

: Balfour,RtHnGeraldW(Leeds Dyke, Kt. Hon. SirWilliam H. Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
on Banbury, Frederick George Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
et) Barnes, Frederie Goreli Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
| Barton, Dunbar Plunket Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ(Mane’r Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
N) Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bris.) Finch, George H. Lowe, Francis William 

uth Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne Lowles, John 

Bentinck, Lord Henry C, Fisher, William Hayes Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Bethell, Commander Fison, Frederick William Lucas-Shadwell, William 
H. Bigwood, James FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Pearose- | Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
4 Bill, Charles Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) Macdona, John Cumming 
ng Blundell, Colonel Henry Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) Macelver, David (Liverpool) 
E.) Bond, Edward Galloway, William Johnson M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme Garfit, William Malcolm, Ian 
s— Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Gedge, Sydney Martin, Richard Biddulph 
ind Brassey, Albert Gibbons, J. Lloyd Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 

Brodriek, Rt. Hon. St. John Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) | Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 

Brookfield, A. Montagu Gilliat, John Saunders Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 

Bullard, Sir Harry Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. Milbank,Sir Pow! 'ttChas. John 

Burdett-Coutts, W. Goldsworthy, Major-General Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
nd Butcher, Jolin George Gordon, Hon. John Edward Milner, Sir Frederick George 

Carlile, William Walter Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon | Milton, Viscount 
ire) Cavendish, Rk. F. (N. Lanes.) Goschen, RtHnGJ(St.George’s | Milward, Colonel Victor 
ort) Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) | Goschen, George J. (Sussex) Montagu, Hn.J. Scott (Hants.) 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William | Goulding, Edward Alfred | More,Kobt.Jasper(Shropshire 

Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) | Morgan, Hn. Fred(Monm’thsh. 
m Cecil, Lord Hugi (Greenwich) | Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) Morrell, George Herbert 

Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) Morrison, Walter 
ib.) Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) Greene, W. R.- (Cambs.) | Morton,ArthurH. A. (Deptford 

Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r Gretton, John | Mount, William George 

Charrington, Spencer Gull, Sir Cameron | Muntz, Philip A. 

Clare, Octavius Leigh Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
hb Clarke, Su Edw. (Plymouth) Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Ld.George | Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) 
: Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. | Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
E.) Coghill, Douglas Harry Hanson, Sir Reginald | Myers, William Henry 
ei: Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Hare, Thomas Leigh | Nicholson, William Graham 
s.) Compton, Lord Alwyne Helder, Augustus | Nicol, Donald Ninian 

P Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) , Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) Northcote, Hon.SirH. Stafford 
2es) Cooke,C. W. Ra lelitte(Heref’d) | Hoare, Samuel ( Norwich) | ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
rd) Cornwallis. ViennesStanleyW. | Hobhouse, Henry | Perey, Earl 
sh.) Cotton, Jodrell-, Col. E.T. D. | Holland, Hon. L. R. (Bow) | Pierpoint, Robert 
ion Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | Hornby, Sir William Henry | Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Cranborne, Viscount | Howell, William Tudor | Pollock, Harry Frederick 

Cripps, Charles Alfred | Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
" Cross, Alexander ((:lasgow) Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col Edward 
a Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) | Jebb, Richard Claverhouse | Purvis, Robert 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry | Jenkins, Sir Joha Jones | Pym, C. Guy 
) Curzon, Viscount | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
th) Dalkeith, Earl of | Jolliffe, Hon. H. George Rankin, Sir James : 

5.) Dalrymple, Sir Charles | Kemp, George | Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
yr) Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) ! Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. | Rentoul, James Alexander 
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Stanley, HnArthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

| Stephens, Henry Charles 

| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Round, James Stock, James Henry 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) | Strauss, Arthur 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Savory, Sir Joseph | Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Seely, Charles Hilton | Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUnv. ) 
Seton-Karr, Henry Thornton, Perey M. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Richardson,Sir Thos(Hartlep’] 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 


Adjournment of 








Tollemache, Henry James 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) | Tomlins n, W. E. Murray 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) | Valentia, Viscount 

Simeon, Sir Barrington | Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 





Skewes-Cox, Thomas | Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | Wentworth, Bruze C. Vernon- 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Rhonnda) | Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Allen, W.(Newe.-under-Lyme | Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Ashton, Thomas Gair | Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. | 

Barlow, John Emmott | 

Bayley, Thomas Derbyshire | 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred - 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G. B.(Caithness-sh. ) 
Clough, Walter Owen 

Crilly, Daniel 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davitt, Michael 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Whereupon the Chairman 


Hazell, Walter 
Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 
| Holland, Wm.H. (York,W.R.) | 
| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Joicey, Sir James 
| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
| Kearley, Hudson E. 
| Labouchere, Henry 
| Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
| Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | 
| Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Logan, John William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, DrM A(Queen’sC) 
M‘Ewan, William 
| M‘Ghee, Richard 
| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
| Maddison, Fred. 
| Maden, John Henry 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan, W Pritchard( Merthyr 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) | 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| Nussey, Thomss Willans 
| Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. ) 
! Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
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Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, J. W.( Worcestershr.N 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndliam-Quin, Major W.H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander(Berks,E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| Provand, Andrew Drybrough 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- | 


left the | Vice-President of the 


Randell, David 

Richardson,J. (Durham, S.E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel,J. (Stockton on Tees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Spicer, Albert 
| Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 


Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 


| Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


| Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 


Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 


| Wedderburn, Sir William 


Weir, James Galloway 


| Whiteley, George (Stockport) 


Williams, J. Carvell (Notts. ) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(H’dd’rsf’d 


| Woods, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


Department of 


Chair to make his Report to the House. | Agriculture and Technical Instruction for 
Ireland, and of the salaries and remu- 


Committee report Progress; to 


again To-morrow. 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL IN.- 
STRUCTION (IRELAND) (SALARIES, Xe. ]. 


Resolution reported :— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the 
payment out of moneys to be provided | 
by Parliament of a salary not exceeding | 
£1,200, together with a_ residential 
allowance not exceeding £150, to the! 


sit | neration to the secretary, assistant secre- 
| taries, inspectors, officers, and servants of 
the Department, and of all expenses 
incurred by the Department in pursuance 
| of any Act of the present Session for 
| establishing a Department of Agriculture 
}and other Industries and Technical In- 
| struction in Ireland.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


Hous? adjourned at twenty-five minutes 


before One of the clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
LEITH HARBOUR AND DOCKS BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, 
agreed to. 


BRIGHTON MARINE PALACE AND PIER 


BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with | 


Amendments. 


GREENOCK AND PORT GLASGOW 
TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; Amendments | 


made ; Bill to be read the third time. 
DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD (PILOTAGE) BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; an Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


WORKINGTON CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 


Report [llth July] from the Select | 


Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time.—(Dv. Farquharson.) 


PETITIONS. 


POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) | 
ACT, 1845. 
Petitions for alteration of Law :—From 
Cathcart and Stonehouse ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON | 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. | 


Petitions against: — From Burnley, | 
Leslie, and Nelson ; to lie upon the Table. 


VOL. LXXIV. [Fourtu Serigs.] 


{12 Juty 1899} 


| 
and | 


| to your decision. 
impossible owing to the closure. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ae. 


| 

| resi 

| SEA FISHERIES ACT, 186s. 

| Copy presented,—of Report of the 
| Board of Trade under Part III. of the 
| Act. Orders for Fishery Grants, 1898-9 
| [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 


| be printed. [No. 276.] 
| 





METROPOLITAN POLICE (SALARIES) 


BILL. 
Order for Second Reading To-morrow 
read, and discharged :—Bill withdrawn. 


TITHE RENT CHARGE (RATES) BILL. 
Considered in Committee : 


(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 :— 


The first two Amendments on the 
Paper were the following 
o 

“Clause 1, page 1, line 8, after‘ rent charge’ 


insert ‘provided the county council of any 
county determine by resolution that the 
yrovisions herein contained shall for the time 
cite and until the resolution is rescinded, 
apply.’ ”—(Mr. Labouchere.) 


“Clause 1, page 1, line 8, after ‘ rent-charge’ 

insert ‘provided such tithe rent-charge does 

| not exceed half the annual value of the land.’ ” 
| —(Mr. Labouchere.) 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: The first two 
/ Amendments on the Paper are those 
which were passed over yesterday in the 
circumstances that arose. If they are to 
| be considered at all, I think they ought 
to come in as provisoes at the end of the 


| whole clause. 


| Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
| May I say on that subject that Iam ina 
'very unfortunate position ? 


I first put 
down my Amendment at the commence- 


'ment of the clause, and you, Sir, ruled 


that it would be right to bring it in after 
the word “ benefice.” I bowed, of course, 
But that was rendered 
I then 


put it down after “only,” but I was pre- 


' cluded from doing that because the closure 


was carried again. I have, therefore, put 


| it down after “ rent-charge,” in line 4 of 
| the clause. 


As these closures take place 
it may be possible that I shall be unable 
to bring on this valuable Amendment as 
a proviso at the end of the clause. [ 


xX 
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had to lay my egg, so to speak, while the 
hen was still sitting. I have been moved 
on with my Amendment as if I were 
some disreputable person in the street, 
and I hope I shall be allowed to move it 
as it stands on the Paper. 


*ToE CHAIRMAN: If I may be 
allowed to do so, | would suggest to the 
hon. Member that his remedy is to per- 
suade the hen not to sit too long, and 
then perhaps his egg will not be addled. 
Its proper place is at the end of the clause, 
as he knows. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: From a literary 
point of view only. 


*TuE CHAIRMAN: [ look at it from 
the point of order, which is not exactly 
the same point. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Molton): 
The second of the two Amendments is 
mine, although, unfortunately, my name 
is not put to it. Shall I be allowed, at 
any rate, to discuss this Amendment at 
the end of the clause ! 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I think I ought 
to be very chary of making any such pro- 
mise. It might land me and the Com- 
mittee in great difficulties. 


*Mr. L. R. HOLLAND (Tower Hamlets, 
Bow) : In rising to move the Amendment 
which stands in my name, let me say at 
the outset that I have no sympathy what- 
ever with the attacks which have been 
made on the principle of this Bill. In 
face of the authority with which that prin- 
ciple is supported, I personally do not con- 
test its justice. But what I quarrel with 
is not the general intention of the Bill 
but the financial provisions contained in 
the latter part of this clause, and I hope 
that the Government may see their way 
to alter those provisions so that the com- 
pensation for the loss with regard to 
exemptions on clerical tithe shall be made 
up in the locality which is affected to the 
extent to which it is affected, or if that is 
not acceptable it shall be made up in 
some other way than that provided in 
the Bill. I maintain that every sub- 
stantial argument which has been urged 
from this side of the House in favour of 
the general principle of the Bill, and in 
favour of the justice of giving this relief, 
equally condemns the method by which 


Mr. 


Labouchere. 
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that relief is to be obtained. If we 
accept, as I do, the justice and soundness 
of this argument, we are of necessity 
compelled to condemn the financial 
arrangements of this clause as unjust and 
unsound. Our contention on this side of 
the House is that this Bill has been 
produced not as a matter of charity or 
favour, but as a matter of bare justice, 
It is not brought forward on the plea of 
the poverty of the clergy, for poor and 
rich alike will share equally the benefits 
of the measure. My right hon. friend 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
has declared that if it is not true that the 
clergy, in districts where their incomes 
are derived from tithes, pay an unjust 
share of the local burdens, then there is 
no case whatever for this Bill. That is 
the ground, and the only ground, upon 
which the Government have, as I think 
rightly, supported this Bill. The clergy, 
in certain localities, are paying more 
than their fair share of the local 
rates, and have been doing it for many 
years—for the last sixty years at any rate; 
and if that is so, if it is true that certain 
individuals in a locality are paying more 
than their fair share, then it must be 
equally true that others in the same 
locality are paying less than their fair 
share, and have, during a long period cf 
years, been benefited to the extent of 
several millions of pounds, taken out of 
the pockets of the clergy. In any dis- 
trict in which the clerical income is 
dependent on tithe, for every penny 
which the clergy have paid in excess of 
their fair contribution, the lay ratepayers 
in that district have paid an equal amount 
less than their fair contribution. The 
only just system of local rating is that 
every individual in the locality should 
pay his fair share ; neither more nor less. 
But what does this Bill do? The 
grievance, as regards the clergy, is sub- 
stantially remedied ; but how? Not by 
throwing the cost upon the general body 
of the ratepayers of the district, and by 
saying that in future they shall pay their 
fair contribution, but by shifting the in- 
justice from the backs of the clergy upon 
the innocent ratepayers in towns and 
districts where there are no clerical tithe 
ratepayers, who have not been benefited 
by this unfair incidence of rates, and who 
have all along, and are now, paying their 
fair and full proportion of the local rates 
of those districts. For instance I turn to 
the case of London. I do not take it 
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because it is a very extreme case, for I 
have been told of instances where the 
inequality is still greater. I find the 
total amount of rateable tithe in London 
is £5,700, even assuming, which I am by 
no means certain is the case, that all that 
tithe is attached to benefices. The rate 
payable upon that tithe is £1,800, so that 
the total exemption that the clergy in the 
County of London will obtain under the 
Bill is £900. We are told that the whole 
amount required for England and Wales 
will be £87,000, and, of course, if the 
rates increase the sum required will 
increase proportionately. The money 
is to be taken out of the Estate 
Duty Grant. That grant is appor- 
tioned by Statute, and by Statute and in 
equity 22 per cent. of the grant goes to 
London to be applied to purposes for 
which it is allocated. Thus £19,000 out 
of the £87,000 belongs to London. The 
London ratepayers are to be asked to pay 
£19,000, which represents an increase in 
the rates of ‘one-eighth of a penny in the 
pound, so that some thirty individuals 
shall receive in all £900. My right hon. 
friend the Presidentof the Board of Agricul- 
ture rather indicated to the House that 
this £87,000 was to come out of some 


surplus in the local taxation account. But 
there is no such surplus. The estate duty, 
like any other revenue, fluctuates from 


year to year. Last year it rose by 


£280,000, but the year before it fell off 


by £76,000. It is no excuse to say that 
this fund has been raided before. I 
imagine it is the view of hon. Members 
on this side of the House that if a bad 
precedent is set by a Radical Govern- 
ment there should not be a burning desire 
on our part to follow it. But at any rate 
the circumstances are not the same. It 
can be fairly argued that protection 
against pleuro-pneumonia and swine fever 
was a matter of interest and importance 
to the whole country, urban as well as 
rural, and that expenditure upon it might 
be considered as adding another to those 
services for which the Estate Duty Grant 
was already allocated. I do not think 
the contention can be advanced that the 
fund has swollen beyond all anticipation ; 
but if it is the fact, then these balances 
should revert to the tax-payers to be 
applied for their benefit. The Estate Duty 
Grant is allocated to certain purposes, like 
the police, in lieu of the Exchequer Grants, 
which were made before the year 1888, 


and it is possible that, in this case, Lon- , 
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don is worse off under the present system 
than she would have been under the «ld 
one had the system of Exchequer Grants 
been continued. There is no doubt, at 
any rate, that the increase in this Estate 
Duty Grant has not kept pace with the 
necessarily increased expenditure on the 
services to which it has to be applied. 
Last year the amount received under this 
grant was £85,000 more than in 1889 ; 
whereas the cost of the services had in- 
creased by no less than £136,000. 
£65,000 of that increase was attributable 
to the Metropolitan Police, and, as the 
Committee are aware, the County Council 
have no control over the expenditure on 
that force. What will be the result of the 
operation of the Bill is clear. When the 
County Council makes up its budget or 
revises the rate for the ensuing half-year it 
fixes it subject to the estimate of the 
amount it will receive from the Estate 
Duty Grant, and obviously in districts 
where the clerical tithe does not exist, 
London ratepayers will be required to pay 
an increased rate of one-eighth of a penny 
in the £, although they are heavily 
enough rated already. It must be re- 
membered that rates in London are not 
merely represented by 2s. 6d. in the 
£. In some districts they rise to &s 
in the £, and yet these unfortunate 
ratepayers are to be called upon to pay 
an extra sum, not for the benefit of the 
necessitous clergy, or of the poorer clergy 
in their own districts, but to enable other 
ratepayers who are not more heavily 
rated to continue to pay less than their 
fair and just share of their own local 
rates. That seems to me to be a pretty 
cool demand to make on the ground of 
justice. On what recommendation or on 
what reason it is based I confess I have 
not been able to discover. The ground 
is not to be found in any recommenda- 
tion contained in the majority Report of 
the Royal Commission. Certainly that 
Report admits the justice of this claim for 
relief, but there is no suggestion as to 
from what source the relief should be ob- 
tained, and I think the natura! inference 
to be drawn from that Report, and more 
especially from the addendum signed by 
the hon. Member for Stroud, by Sir 
John Hibbert and by Mr. Murray, was that 
they considered that this was a 
local question, and that any loss which 
was made in one direction should be 
recouped, like any other local deduction, 
out of the rates in the same locality. If 
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there is a revaluation of property ina 
parish, and it is found that some of the 
property has been over-assessed, the rate- 
payers of a district do not go cadging 
round in adjoining disiricts in order to 
make up the deficiency caused by the re- 
duction of the assessment. They make it 
up themselves. My hon. and learned 
friend the Member for Plymouth, in 
his speech on the Second Reading, 
quoted the decision of a court of law in 
1880. But if that decision had been upheld, 
the relief granted, as proposed in this Bill, 
should fall automatically on the general 
body of ratepayers in the same district, 
and I believe the same principle was ap- 
plied in Scotland. The only argument 
which gives colourable justice to the 
financia! propositions of this Bill may be 
found in the memorandum of the hon. 
Member for East Donegal, who suggested 
that the relief should be thrown upon 
Imperial taxation. But the Government 
are absolutely precluded from accepting 
that view, because the President of the 
Board of Agriculture has stated emphati- 
cally that it would not be fair to throw 
the burden on general taxation, and that 
the taxpayers of Scotland and Ireland 
should not be called upon to pay 
for relief given only in England. 
If that be true of taxpayers in Ireland 
and Scotland it is equally true of tax- 
payers or ratepayers in districts in 


England where there are no_ tithes, 
or only a small amount. It is not 
fair to call upon them to pay for 


the benefit of taxpayers in other districts. 
I voted for every stage of the Agricul- 
tural Rating Bill. I quite disagree with 
the views expressed by the hon. Member 
for Stockport that the only Bills deserving 
of support are Bills which confer a direct 
benefit on Stockport. 
Agricultural Rating Bill on the under- 
standing that the whole question of rating 
was going to be overhauled, and that 


the inequitable system which now pre- | 


vails was to be reviewed, and_ that 
every endeavour would be made to see 
whether personal property should not 
be drawn in and made to pay 
its fair share of the local rates. 
I confess it is unfortunate that this great 
question should he treated in this piece- 
meal fashion, but the appointment of the 


Royal Commission was a guarantee of | 


good faith on the part of the Government. 
Personally, I bowed to the opinion of the 
Government that the necessities of the 


Mr. L. R. Holland. 
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But I voted for the | 
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| agricultural community were so great and 
acute that they could not afford to wait 
for the Report of the Royal Commission, 
and that the only way to get a certain 
contribution from personal property to 
the rates was to throw the cost on 
imperial taxation. But I cannot 
acquiesce in the quite different pro- 
posal in this Bill — viz., that money 
which legally and equitably belongs to 
ratepayers in a district where clerical 
tithe does not exist or is very small 
should be taken away from them not for 
\the benefit of the poor clergy—you 


might appeal to the generosity of 
local taxpayers for that purpose— 
but to enable the ratepayers in 
other districts, perhaps less _ heavily 


burdened than themselves, to continue to 
pay less than their fair share of their own 
local burdens. The right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture rather indicated to a deputation the 
other day that, after all, this injustice— 
of course, the right hon. Gentleman did 
not admit it was an injustice—would only 
continue for about two years. Is injustice 
to be weighed by the length of time it is 
to exist? If it is unjust to take £87,000 
for a long period from a certain body of 
individuals it cannot be said to be just to 
take £200,000 from the same body for 
only two years. Can the Government 
pledge themselves that this is only 
a temporary measure, or that when 
'the Report of the Royal Commission 
is issued they will introduce _legisla- 
tion on the subject, or can they bind 
their successors? If there is not legisla- 
tion, isthis House to allow this Act to lapse, 


and allow the clergy once more to suffer 
from a grievance which I believe to be 


/real? I ask the Government to recon- 
sider the financial proposals of this clause 
with a view to seeing whether the 
deductions should not be allowed 
to be adjusted in the natural course 
out of the local rates, or to adopting 
some alternative arrangement, such as 
|spreading the loss over the county 
area. For myself, while fully sympathis- 
ing with the main principles of the Bill, I 
cannot possibly support the financial pro- 
| posals in this clause. They are inequit- 
| able in themselves, and contradictory to 


'every argument which has_ been used 
| to support the justice of the Bill. I move, 
Sir. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 8, to leave out from the 
word ‘rent-charge,’ to the end of the clause.” 
—(Mr. L. R. Holland.) 


Question proposed :—“ That the words 
proposed to be left out to the word ‘ out,” 
in line 10, stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfield) : 
Does that not cut out a number of 
Amendments? 


*The CHAIRMAN: If the Committee 
decides to accept the Amendment then all 
the other Amendments come on in succes- 
sion. But if the Committee assents to 
the principle of the money being paid 
out of the Local Taxation Account and 
out of no other fund, then all the other 
Amendments go. 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): On a 
point of order, Sir, is it not the usual 
practice in putting the question to save 
any subsequent substantial Amendments ? 


*The CHAIRMAN: That is what I 
have done. That is why I have not put 
the whole of the words. I have put them 
down to the point where the next sub- 
stantial Amendment arises. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, 
N.): The right hon, Gentleman, the 
First Lord of the Treasury, has justi- 
fied this Bill on the simple ground of 
justice. He contends that some rate- 
payers have for many. years been con- 
tributing more than their fair equitable 
share to the cost of their districts. If 
that be so it is perfectly obvious that 
some persons have benefited by the 
existence of that injustice, and it is 
equally obvious that they must be the 
other ratepayers within the same rating 
area ; and if these other ratepayers have 
benefited by the injustice which we now 
seek to remove is it not perfectly clear 
that it is they who should now bear the 
burden which they ought to have borne 
years ago? I do not think that even the 
argumentative skill of the First Lord of 


the Treasury would ever convince 
me that the taxpayers of London 
have bencfited by the abnormal 


amount of rate paid by the clergy 
in, for instance, the Tunbridge Division. 
The other taxpayers in the division have 
benefited, but the working men in our 
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| great boroughs have not gained any bene- 
‘fit whatever from the excessive rate paid 
| by the clergy in country districts. I, like 
my hon. friend who moved the Amend- 
ment, supported this Bill on the Second 
'Reading. I have supported it in every 
stage so far, because | believe it to be 
a simple act of justice, too long delayed ; 
but when we come to deal with the finan- 
cial arrangements by which it is proposed 
‘to remove the injustice, surely one may 
then be entitled to exercise to some ex- 
tent one’s own judgment. I recognise the 
strength of the claim brought forward by 
the Government. The injustice is ad- 
mitted by this Government, by this 
Party, and by both party organisations, 
in some districts at least. It has 
heen argued at length by the Royal Com- 
mission, and even the hon. Member for 
Hoxton the other evening did not deny 
that an injustice had been inflicted on the 
clergy, for I understood him to say that 
the proper method of redress was by 
assessment. The Amendment would 
have that effect, because it would throw 
on the other ratepayers in 4 rating area 
the duty of making good the sum 
remitted off the tithe-rent charge, and to 
that extent would be an alteration in 
assessment——if not in theory, certainly in 
result. It seems to me to be a very 
narrow issue indeed. The Amendment 
cannot be regarded as frivolous, because 
it raises a very substantial point, so great, 
in fact, that the rating authority of 
London has felt justified in sending a 
deputation direct to the Minister in 
charge of the Bill. I cannot feel 
that the right hon. Gentleman in any way 
met the arguments of that deputation. 
The case of swine fever is not on the 
same footing as the alteration proposed in 
this Bill. London and the large boroughs 
have gained by the imposition of the 
charge in connection with swine fever, 
and therefore ought to bear part of the 
cost, but Ido not think anyone will be 
able to convince the ordinary taxpayer in 
a borough where there is no tithe rent- 
charge whatever that he receives any 
benefit under this Bill. I quite agree 
that, if this were a national charge, 
it would be right that the country dis- 
tricts and the towns should stand or fall 
together, but this is a mere question of 
the alteration of a small portion of 
the rates in a narrow rating area, and 
it seems to me to be obviously 
just that the ratepayers who have 
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benefited in the past should themselves 
bear the burden now. 
stand how anyone can withstand this 
Amendment. I[ am a strong supporter 
of the main intention of the Bill, but I 
join issue with the Government in the 
way they propose to carry it out. It is 
said that the Bill is only to last for two 
years, and that the whole question will 
have to be overhauled at the end of that 
time ; but that is no argument in favour of 
removing injustice for that period from 
the shoulders of a certain class of rate- 
payers in order to put it on the shoulders 
of another. The issue is a narrow one, 
but I do not think any apology is needed 
for urging on the attention of the Com- 
mittee our contention that those who have 
benefited in the past should now bear this 
financial burden. My own impression is 
that the National Taxation account ought 
not to be touched, for this is a pure rating 
question. Certain ratepayers are to be 
benefited, and certain ratepayers ought to 
bear the burden of the charge. That isa 
simple argument which I desire very 
urgently to press on the attention of the 
Government. I can understand the or- 
dinary skilled artisan who reads these 
Debates, and tries to argue out the ques- 
tion for himself. You may easily con- 
vince him that certain ratepayers have 
paid more than they ought to have paid. 
All the arguments brought forward on the 
other side never met that one point. Any 
number of collateral issues have been dis- 
cussed, but the one narrow question 
whether or not certain clergy have paid 
more than they ought to pay, having re- 
gard to their interest in the district, and 
having regard to the property possessed 
in that district, has never been met. 


Hon. Mempers: Oh, oh! 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY: I do not say 
that there has not been an immense 
amount of discussion around it, but no 
one has taken the position of a clergyman 
paying his rates, and compared it with 
that of another ratepayer. It is ridiculous 
to say that because a man takes office 
knowing what burdens will fall upon him 
he shall not ask for relief from any of 
these burdens. There is hardly a man 
throughout the country who does not come 
forward with the cry “I have paid more 
than my share of the taxes.” Civil ser- 
vants take their appointment knowing 


what they were to receive, and yet claims | 


Mr, Ernest Gray. 
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| are constantly made, and appeals made to 


I cannot under- | 
'and from this, for an increase of their 
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the Treasury from that side of the House 


salaries. Departmental Committee after 
Departmental Committee have been ap- 
pointed to inquire whether or not these 
people are being fairly treated, having 
regard to all the surrounding circum- 
stances in which they live. Instead of a 
Departmental Committee a Royal Com- 
mission was appointed in this case to 
inquire into the condition of certain rate- 
payers as compared with other ratepayers. 
The Commission comes forward with a 
clear decision and definite recommenda- 
tions, and Her Majesty’s Government 
have taken the matter up to settle it. 
As to the method by which the redress of 
this grievance of the clergy is to be 
brought about, I hold that the ordinary 
artisan would clearly recognise that some 
relief may be given, but you will never 
convince him that it is right to take that 
relief out of his pocket. I appeal to the 
Government to give this financial arrange- 
ment their reconsideration. This is not 
a capricious or frivolous Amendment. It 
raises an important point in which the 
ratepayers of the country are taking a 
very keen and earnest interest. The 
Government have now an opportunity of 
so amending their Bill as to make it, in 
my opinion, generally acceptable, and I 
trust they will not reject the appeal made 
to them. 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : 
I will not follow the hon. Gentleman who 
has just spoken in opening up a Second 
Reading discussion of the Bill. The House 
and the country know and can judge 
whether the arguments which have heen 
adduced on this side of the House are 
sound or not. It is a fact that the 
House, so far as it has gone, has clearly 
determined that relief is to be given to 
the clergy, and we must now direct our 
attention to the manner in which that 
relief is to be provided. There are two 
arguments on which this relief can be 
based, and by which it can be supported. 
The first is that it isa relief of clergy 
who are suffering from poverty, and the 
second is that it is a readjustment, 
or correction, of a rating injustice. Now, 
if it be the first of these, it could be 
reasonably argued that it was a national 
concern. That was how it was argued in 
the case of the Agricultural Rating Act. 
The Government and their supporters 
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have, however, chosen to support this 
Bill on the ground that a rating injustice 
has long existed upon the tithe-owning 
clergy. When we come to look at it in 
that light we are thrown back to ask who 
has been profiting by that injustice. 
Clearly, it is the ratepayers in the dis- 
trict in which these clergy are who have 
suffered, whether you take it as a parish, 
a union, or a county. In all of three 
cases the ratepayers have obtained an 
advantage from the suffering of the 
clergy, and the relief of the clergy ought 
to be thrown upon the county, union, or 
parish. As I understand it, if this 
Amendment were carried, the burden 
would be thrown on the parish. I have 
an Amendment myself, which may be cut 
out by the necessity of putting the 
question, that the burden should be 
thrown on the county. It is perfectly 
clear that the view of the Royal Com- 
mission so far as expressed definitely—it 
is a mere chance that it was not ex- 
pressed much more definitely—is in 
favour of this being made an assessment 
question. Yet we are now told that 
we are not to deal with it as a matter of 
assessment, but as a remission of rates. 
If, you remit half the rates of the clergy 
it is practically throwing on the parish 
the half of the assessment. I do not see 
how that argument can be logically replied 
to. Ido not see how it can be argued 
that this is a national matter, or that the 
nation has profited by a mere incidence of 
rates upon the tithe-owning clergy, or 
how the nation can be called upon to 
pay. I wish to bring before the House 
some of the glaring anomalies which 
will arise under the scheme of the 
Government. London, as the House well 
knows, is to be muleted in £19,100 for 
the relief of the clergy, while the London 
tithe - owning clergy will after all 
only receive £900. Similar inequalities 
would exist in all the great boroughs 
in England; but I wish to direct 
attention to the anomalies which 
will arise in some of the counties. 
Let me take first the County of Norfolk, 
with which I am intimately acquainted. 
The figures are verified from two diffe- 
rent sources. The contribution of Nor- 
folk towards the purposes of the Bill will 
be £1,288, but no less than £7,308 is the 
amount to be given to the tithe-owning 
clergy of the county. In other words, 
Norfolk will profit by this £7,308 being 
distributed among the _ tithe-owning 
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clergy, and will only pay £1,288. Now, | 
if the argument of the Government is 
correct, Norfolk has been profiting for 
many years to the extent of £7,308 by 
the unjust rating of the clergy, and it is 
only going to redress that injustice, by 
which it itself has profited, by the pay- 
ment of £1,288. Then let me take the 
County of Monmouth, and compare it 
with the County of Norfolk. The con- 
tribution that the County of Monmouth 
will have to give towards this £87,000 
will be £661, and the amount that it will 
receive will be £619. In other words, 
the County of Monmouth is being dealt 
with on a principle of fairness. Compare 
that with the County of Norfolk. The 
contribution of Norfolk towards the pur- 
poses of the Bill will be £1,288 per 
annum ; but aid to the extent of £7,308 
per annum is to be given to the tithe- 
owning clergy in that county—that is to 
say, Norfolk profits to the extent of 
£7,308 by the unjust rating of the clergy, 
and will only pay £1,288 towards the 
redress of the injustice. The County of 
Monmouth stands almost alone amongst 
the counties of England, except the 
County of London, in having to pay more 
than it will receive. But perhaps the 
most remarkable instance is the County 
of Suffolk. The Committee know that 
the figures I am bringing forward depend 
upon the amount of tithe attached to 
benefices, and the right hon. Gentleman 
knows perfectly well that the Eastern 
Counties are very rich in tithe. Suffolk 
will be muleted under this Bill of only 
£791, and the amount which it will 
receive will be £5,583, or about seven 
times as much as it is called upon to pay. 
And where is the difference to come from ? 
It is to come from the boroughs of this 
country. All the boroughs in this 
country fall into the same category of 
having to pay a much larger sum than 
they will receive in aid, and, above all, 
the County of London. The County of 
London will have to pay £19,105, though 
at no time in the history of the County of 
London, or even before it was a county, has 
it ever profited by this unfair rating of 
tithes attached to benefices to a greater 
extent than £900 a year. The case of 
London is, of course, the most striking 
case, but all the boroughs of England are 
more or less affected in the same way. 
How can the Government defend these 
anomalies? If this was a grant in aid of 
poverty, if it had been conceded that the 
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Church of England was so much in need | most mischievous Amendment. Repre- 
of money that something must be done | senting as I do a large urban constituency, 
for it, it might then have been argued that | I cannot but think that the working men 
the Church of England is a national insti- | in my constituency are able to take a 
tution—I do not admit the propriety | reasonable view of this question, and that 
of the claim—and that this was a/| they will not listen to the misrepresenta- 
claim that ought to come on the nation | tions which have been so freely made on 
us a whole. But that is not the the other side with regard to this Bill. A 
argument that the right hon. Gentleman | great many working men in my constitu- 
in charge of the Bill and the Leader of | ency are perfectly well able to understand 
the House have chosen to take. We tried that this measure, as a whole, is nothing 
to force them into this argument, but but an endeavour to remedy a very great 
without avail ; they stuck to their point. | injustice. It may be a partial and in- 
You are, therefore, adding to the vexed complete remedy, and one which does not 
and miserable muddle of local taxation, go far enough ; but that the Bill, as a 
and you are making the problems with | whole, is one which ought to be passed | 
which the Royal Commission will have to have no doubt whatever, and I am equally 
deal much more entangled than they were | confident that large constituencies such 
before. You are not doing what the as that I represent will approve of it. 
Royal Commission asked. The Royal | Could anything be more unjust than to 
Commission suggested that this should disregard what is the cause of the 
have been treated as a local assessment depreciation and loss of revenue in 
question, but the Bill mixes it with one respect of tithes? It is largely the 
of Imperial finance. An hon. Gentleman result of the depreciation of the value of 
asked if the Government meant to make agricultural land, and that, in turn, is the 
this a temporary measure, and I was result of the fiscal system which this 
afraid he was going to say that if they country has followed—a system which is 
were he would put up with the anomaly ; supposed to benefit the urban constituen- 
but if he had sat, as I have done, onthe cies. Is it right that the loss should fall 
Royal Commission he would have seen principally upon those counties which 
the fallacy and ridiculousness of saying are already suffering from the depression 
that measures like this can be temporary of agriculture ? I say that this question is 
measures. I have no intention to a nationalone, and that the country, asa 
weary the House, but I want to’ whole, ought to come forward to remedy 
give a few more instances of the this growing injustice of rating. This is 
inequality of rating. Take, for instance, but one of many questions, but I am 
the County of Essex. Essex will quite sure that the experience of the 
profit to the amount of £5,724 out of Committee, from the endless discussion 
tithes attached to benefices, but it has that there has been upon some of the 
only to pay under this Bill £2,479. Amendments, and the prospect of very 
Again, Kent will receive £5,179, and will large discussion upon others, must show 
only pay £2,688, while Hertfordshire, everyone what difficulty there would have 
which will receive £1,572, will only pay been in passing a large and comprehen- 
£757. I have already mentioned Nor- sive measure of local taxation reform. 
folk and Suffolk. I bring forward the The necessity, however, remains for deal- 
County of Norfolk with some hesitation, ing with the question as a whole. This 
because I am a large ratepayer there, and measure as it stands is a step in the right 
I happen to be a very small ratepayer in direction, and I hope that when the 
the County of London. At the same Report of the Commissioners is presented 
time, I am deeply interested in the in a complete shape it will be found 
amendment of the whole law relating to possible for hon. Members opposite to 
local taxation, and I appeal to every forget electioneering, and to consider 
Member on both sides of the House how best to deal with the question 
whether I have not always tried to treat of the reform of local taxation. 
the question apart from party considera Once more I say that I cannot help feel- 
tions. I am, however, bound to say that ing that this is a great national question. 
you are entangling our hands extremely It is absolutely true that the clergy in 
in dealing with this question by this Bill. many parts of this country are most un- 

*Mr. DAVID MacIVER (Liverpoob reasonably suffering at the present time. 
sper : I regard this Amendment as a It is perfectly true, as everybody who has 

Mr. Stuart. 
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listened to these Debates will be ready to | ratepayers, but to lay that burden upon 


admit, that this question cannot be dealt | 
with effectively this session, but it must 
be dealt with generally at no very dis- 
tant date. My impression is that this 
Bill does not go far enough, for it only 
partially remedies one real grievance. | 
There are many other grievances, and I 
hope the time is not far distant when the 
whole question will be dealt with. I hope 
the Government will not give way on this 
Amendment. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
$.W.): The hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down stated that working men would 
not listen to the misrepresentations as to 
the objects of this Bill which had been 
indulged in by hon. Members on this side 
of the House, for they recognised that 
the clergy were suffering from an in- 
justice. I do not know upon what infor- 
mation he relies in making that statement 
in regard to the working men of England. 
Certainly the working men of Oldham do 
not appear to share that opinion, and we 


shall see to-day whether it is shared by | 


the working men of East St. Pancras. 
The issue raised by this Amendment is 
not whether the clergy are unjustly 
rated or not ; that has been decided, but 
I desire to return to the speeches delivered 
afew moments ago by the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Ham and my 
hon. friend the Member for Bow and 
Bromley, which I thought was a singularly 
lucid and most convincing speech. I do 
not agree with the premisses with which 
the hon. Member started, namely, that 
the clergy are unjustly rated. It did 
seem to me that if the premisses with 
which the hon. Member started were 
sound his conclusions would be absolutely 
irresistible. He said that if the clergy 
had been paying too much, then it was 
clear that the fellow-ratepayers of the 
clergy in the same rating area had been 
paying too little, and, therefore, he 
arrived at the conclusion that if you are. 
going to relieve the clergy, in order to 
find the funds for that relief you ought 
to impose a corresponding burden upon 
the ratepayers of the same area. That is 
a straightforward course, but it is not 
the course which the Government have 
adopted, and why? Because it would 
not be tolerated by those ratepayers, 
and therefore what the Government pro- 
pose is to lay the burden, not upon the 
neighbours of the clergy or their fellow- 


/problem from which 


a totally different set of ratepayers with 


whom the clergymen have nothing in 


common. Under this Bill the case of the 
ratepayers of London is a singularly hard 
one. It appears that there are £1,800 
paid annually in rates upon the tithe rent- 
charge throughout the whole of London, 
and for that London is to be called upon 
to pay £19,000. It would be better to 
take the tithe rent-charge in London out 
of the rating altogether, for it would pay 
us very much better to adopt that course. 
It will be said that this would be another 
anomaly. Yes, I admit it would be, but 
the whole Bill itself is an anomaly, and 
why strain at a gnat when you are will- 
ing to swallow the camel’? Already a 
large proportion of the London tithe is not 
rated. Everybody knows the number of 
churches there are in London, and the 
bulk of London tithes is not rateable, 
and as this is so it is quite a practical ex- 
pedient to alter the exception so as to 
coincide with the rule. Whereas the 
London clergy will only benefit to the 
extent of £900, London will have to pay 
£19,000 of money which might be spent 
upon technical education, or perhaps 
upon an attempt to solve the housing 
London _ suffers. 
Large sums of money will have to be 
diverted from sanitary purposes in order 
not to benefit the country, but to give a 
dole to the clergy. Some reference was 
made a moment ago to the deputation 
which waited upon the President of the 
3oard of Agriculture the other day, and 
there was one argument used which was 
avery strange one. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman tried to turn the tables upon the 
London gentlemen who waited upon him 
by saying : 


“Tam surprised that you should come here 
objecting to this large sum which London has 
to pay, because when the Equalisation of Rates 
Bill was before Parliament you thought it was 
right that St. George’s-in-the West ought to 
share the burdens of St. George’s-in-the-East.” 


I contend that this is no analogy, for St. 
George’s-in-the-West was called upon to 
pay, not because it was rich, but because 
it was united with St. George’s-in-the- 
East by a common tie. That surely is no 
argument at all why the ratepayers of my 
own district should be called upon to pay 
the rates of clergymen, for instance, in 
Wiltshire, with which the right hon. Gen- 
tleman is connected. Passing from the 
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case of London, I desire to say a few 
words upon another aspect of the case. 
I strongly object to the proposal to 
pay half the rates out of the Local Taxa- 
tion Account, for this reason, that this is 
an attempt to relieve the land of its here- 
ditary burdens. If the Committee will 
allow me I should like to develop this 
point for one moment, and I will take a 
specific case in order to make the matter 
perfectly clear. Take the case of two 
farms, each of £500 annual value. One 
of these farms we will suppose is tithe 
free, and the other has £100 tithe rent- 
charge upon it. In the case of the tithe 
free farm the farmer will have to pay 
rates on the whole of the £500, but in the 
other case the farmer will be entitled to 
deduct from the gross rental of £500 the 
amount of his tithe rent charge in order 
to ascertain the rateable value upon which 
he will be rated. In the first instance the 
farmer will pay on the whole of his £500, 
whilst in the second case the farmer will 
have to pay not on £500 but on £400. 
In other words he will pay £15 or £20 less 
in rates than is paid by a neighbouring far- 
mer who occupies the tithe free farm. It is 
clear that the landlord of the tithable 
farm will have in hand funds to pay not 
half the rates on the tithe rent-charge, 
but the whole of the rates on that charge. 
Here I submit that we have a portion of 
the produce of the land ear-marked to pay 
the rates on the tithe. Let us follow that 
argument for a moment. Under the 
present law that portion of the produce of 
the land is properly dealt with. The far- 
mer, as I have said, pays it to the land- 
lord, then the landlord pays it over along 
with the rent-charge proper to the parson, 
and the parson pays it into the hands of 
the rate collector. That is the way in 
which this ear-marked part of the produce 
is dealt with. But under this Bill the 
parson will keep the portion of the pro- 
duce of the land, ear-marked as I have 
described, in his own pocket instead of 
paying it over to the rate collectors. In 
other words the hereditary burdens upon 
the land will not be discharged out of this 
particular portion of the produce of the 
land. Under this Bill our old system of 
preserving the hereditary burdens of the 
land will cease, for this money will not be 
paid out of the ear-marked portion of the 
produce of the land, and it seems to me 
that this burden should be paid out of the 
residue of the produce of the land. And 
who has the residue of the produce of the 
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land? Why, the person who has that 
residue is the landlord and the owner, and 
therefore I submit that if you are going 
to relieve the parson a corresponding 
burden ought to be laid upon the 
landowner, who, as I have shown, has 
in his hands the residue of the pro- 
duce of the land. From an economical 
and a national point of view it does not 
matter much who pays the rates, provided 
they are paid out of the produce of the 
land. Whether the landowner pays them 
out of his share of the profits or the par- 
son pays them out of his tithe may be 
regarded practically from a national point 
of view asa kind of family arrangement 
with which the nation at large has nothing 
whatever to do. Under this Bill the 
Government say the parson has not to 
pay, but upon a principle which is 
thoroughly recognised in this country the 
landlord ought to pay. I have called 
this a family arrangement, because for 
centuries the Church and the landlords 
have been closely allied, and there has 
always been the closest possible relation- 
ship between the manor house and the 
vicarage. The landlords have often 
preyed upon the Church, and an eminent 
writer has stated that : 

“The Church has been disendowed to the 
extent of one-third of its endowments for the 
benefit of the clergy.” 


At the same time the Church has stuck 
to the landlord, and must make the best of 
its bargain. There is an additional 
reason why this relief should come out of 
the pocket of the landlords. The clerical 
witnesses before the Commission nearly 
all complained very strongly of the 
under-assessment of land as compared 
with tithe rent-charge. It is scarcely too 
much to say that it is mainly that under- 
assessment of land which has led to the 
present outbreak. If that is really the 
basis of the claim which is now made, the 
cost of this relief may fairly be laid upon 
the landowner. Further, the squire 
almost invariably belongs to the Church 
of England. If this burden were laid 
upon him he still would not be called 
upon to contribute to the support of his 
Church anything like as much as his 
Nonconformist neighbour in an equal 
position, with equal wealth, contributes 
towards the maintenance of his church. 
For these reasons, while I most strongly 
support the Amendment, I think the true 
source to which we ought to look for the 
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money to meet the cost of this relief is 
the landlord. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby) Everybody will 
agree that this Amendment has been 
brought before the Committee clearly 
and concisely, and with a degree of mode- 
ration and fairness which must have im- 
pressed all. It is obvious that this is an 
important Amendment, requiring conside- 
ration and discussion, and it is not to be 
wondered at that those who represent 
London and other big towns should have 
found themselves compelled to put the 
case as looked at from the point of view 
of those areas. I cannot do better than 
begin by referring to the position in 
which we found ourselves when we came 
to the consideration of this particular 
question. It has been suggested that a 
change should be made in the Bill in 
order to cast the increased burden upon 
the tithes themselves. I will come to 
that presently. First of all, dealing with 
the general question, admitting, as the 
hon. Member for Hoxton did, the justice 
of the case- 


Mr. STUART : The House has decided 
that. 


Mr. LONG: Yes, precisely. Taking 
it, for the sake of argument, as settled 
that it is proper and right that this 
change should be made, we realise, as 
everybody must realise, when we come to 
this question of the reform of local taxa- 
tion, that you obviously cannot lighten 
the burden of taxation upon one particu- 
lar class of property without either filling 
up the gap which you create by bringing 
in revenue from some other source, or 
casting an increased burden upon the 
other rateable property within that area. 
We felt it would be unreasonable to come 
and ask Parliament to cast upon the rate- 
payers in other localities this increased 
burden. Iam surprised that this sugges- 
tion has apparently received so much 
support on the other side of the House, 
because if there has been one line of op- 
position to this Bill insisted upon more 
vigorously than another it has been the 
increased burden that you are going to 
throw upon the locai ratepayer. Yet 
under this suggestion that the burden 
should not be met out of the Local Taxa- 
tion Account, but by some other local | 


| 


{12 JuLy 1899} 


(Rates) Bill. 606 


ratepayers, the burden upon the local 
ratepayers would obviously be enor- 
mously increased. If, therefore, it is 
unfair to cast a particular burden upon 
the local ratepayers, it would be still 
more unfair and harsh to cast upon them 
a much heavier burden. Doubtless some 
hon. Gentlemen will say that that will 
tend to make the measure unpopular, and 
as they have not been able to defeat the 
Bill in Parliament they will hope to 
defeat it ontside Parliament by casting 
this extra burden upon the ratepayer who 
has to bear it. 


Mr. STUART: I would rather haye 
the Bill as it is. 


Mr. LONG: The hon. Gentlemen who 
put the case for London and the other 
large towns have condemned us for going 
to the Local Taxation Account to fill this 
gap, and they have suggested that we 
should leave that fund alone, and that we 
have no right to cite as a precedent the 
action of our predecessors when they 
descended upon the fund for the purpose 
of providing money for the administration 
of certain Acts of Parliament. I think 
the parallel is a much more fair one than 
hon. Gentlemen opposite are prepared to 
admit. That Government found it 
necessary to transfer from local authorities 
to the Imperial Parliament the adminis- 
tration of certain Acts of Parliament. 
The entire charge was cast upon the 
taxpayers, and the Government urged 
that they were justified in so doing, 
because it was for the good of the general 
community. But previously to that 
action these local authorities had 
possessed powers to deal with the matters ; 
they had considered whether it was 
advisable to exercise those powers, and 
some had deliberately refused, holding 
that the game was not worth the 
candle, and that it was not justifiable 
to call upon the ratepayers to pay for 
work which they thought was unneces- 
sary. The result of the action of the 
then Government was to throw upon 
the ratepayers not only an obligation to 
pay for the administration of the Acts in 
their own neighbourhood, but to make 
them partners with the rest of the coun 
try for the administration of the Acts 
elsewhere. The contention now is that 
we ought to throw this increased cost 
upon the counties in which these cases 
occur. Iam bound to say that that is a 
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that this is not a national question, but | Taxation Account—the incidence in Lon- 


that the local ratepayers have benefited | don is between }d. and 3d. 


by the increased burden which the clerical 


. | 
owners of tithe rent-charge have borne, | 


and, therefore, they ought now to be 


called upon to bear the cost of the relief. | 


But we have to consider something else. 
If this change is to be made, and if 
thereby this taxation is taken off the 
shoulders of those who now bear it and put 


elsewhere, is it not our duty to see that | 


to the best of our ability the burden is 


spread over the widest possible area, and | 
in such a way as to create the minimum | 


of inconvenience and disturbance, and 
impose the minimum burden upon the 
individual? It was from that point of 
view that we approached the considera- 
tion and decision of this question, and it 


is upon those grounds we commend our | 
impose upon the local ratepayers a very 


proposal to the House. I have here a 


very few figures showing the effect of the. 


two different proposals upon different 
local authorities. The comparison made 
by the hon. Member for Hoxton is a 
strong one from his point of view, and a 
perfectly fair one. He gavea great many 
instances where large contributions were to 
be made by Essex, Norfolk, and certain 
other counties, and where the receipts 
under the head of diminished rates from 


tithe rent-charge would be very much less | 


than they would have to pay. 


Mr. STUART: In those counties it 
would be very much greater. 


Mr. LONG: It would be much greater 
out of the Local Taxation Account than 
the amount of rates to be paid. 


Mr. STUART: And there are coun- 
ties in which the contrary is the case, 
other than London. 


Mr. LONG : Undoubtedly under this 
system you will have inequalities, and I 
do not believe it would have been pos- 
sible to have discovered a system under 
which you filled up this vacuum without 
producing inequalities far greater than 
those in the proposal we make. 


SEVERAL Hon. MEMBERS : No. 
Mr. LONG: Hon. Gentlemen say 
“No.” Putting aside the amount that 


will be repaid from this present comparison, 


I find that under one proposal of distri- | 


Mr. Long. 


‘stand the argument. 


That varies 
over different counties from ‘13d. in 
Somerset up to, at the outside, *16d. or 
‘17d. The variations are very slight. 


Mr. STUART: I admitted entirely 
that the system, as proposed in the Bill, 
made a fairly uniform contribution upon 
the rateable value. I admit that, but I 
say it is a wrong principle. 


Mr. LONG: We are at direct issue 
upon that point. The hon. Gentleman’s 
argument is, that those in the county 
in which the relief is given should bear 
the cost of the burden. My answer is 
that if that plan were adopted you would 
very enormously vary the contribution in 
the different localities, and you would 


much heavier burden, and that the 
Government think would be unjust. 
Moreover, that would not secure the 


object we have set ourselves to secure— 
viz., that the distribution of this money 
should be so effected that it should be 
spread over the widest possible area, and 
inflict the minimum burden upon the in- 
dividual. If these counties were left to 
themselves to decide whether this new 
system should be adopted, I could under- 
But Parliament is 
asked to make up the deficit by an unfair 
treatment of these persons. The Govern- 
ment believe that the best method of 
treating this matter is to go to the Local 
Taxation Account, and they believe they 
can show that it is the best method, and 
one which will cause the least inconve- 
nience. I quite admit that under this 
Bill there will be inequalities. I never 
denied that, but I do not believe it would 
be possible to discover a system under 
which the inequalities would be less. 
The case of London is, no doubt, very 
severe, and I have no doubt that if hon. 
Gentlemen opposite exercise sufficient in- 
dustry they will find that hardships of 
the same kind exist in different parts of 
the country. But the question to be con- 
sidered is how far the proposal of the Bill 
can be regarded as a real hardship on 
London. I should like to associate myself 
with what has been said by hon. Members 
for London as to the necessity for 
giving every possible aid to the local 
authorities of London in developing 
London, and especially in attending to the 





609 


nee 
the 
of t 
stri 
hes 
It 1 
pen 
sar 
out 
pay 
due 
Acc 
189 
The 
Cou 
paic 
subi 
nece 
of t! 
if tl 
in ( 
also 
sub 
said 
anil 
The 
don 
the 
they 
by t 
case 
the 
tion 
and 
all 1 
whit 
be u 
may 
been 
men 
Gen! 
with 
the ( 
the 1 
with 
its 1 
If tl 
this 
coun 
been 
oppo 
stitu 
said 
com] 
had 
prop 
the 
syste 
not s 
the | 


608 


ocal 
Lon- 
ries 
in 
or 


rely 
Bill, 
pon 
ut I 


ssue 
an’s 
inty 
year 
r is 
yuld 
n in 
yuld 
ery 
the 
ust. 
the 
nent 
ney 
| be 
and 
» in- 
5 to 
new 
der- 
it is 
fair 
ern- 

of 
ocal 
hey 
and 
ive- 
this 
ver 
uld 
der 
ess. 
ery 
on. 
in- 
. of 
3 of 
on- 
Bill 
on 
self 
ers 
for 
cal 
ing 
the 





609 Tithe Rent-Charge 


{12 Juty 1899} 


(Rates) Bill. 61% 


needs and improving the conditions of | ment, in adopting the method of resorting 
the working classes ; and if the proposal | to the Local Taxation Account for the 


of the Bill would throw any serious ob- 
struction in the way of that work I should 
hesitate before I identified myself with it. 
It must be remembered that increased ex- 
penditure in London does not neces- 
sarily mean that money is taken 


out of the pockets of the London rate- | 
Take the increase of payments 


payers. 
due to London out of the Local Taxation 
Account, and compare 1887-1888 with 
1891, and you find it is about £88,000. 
The increased payments by the County 
Council include, for instance, £64,000 
paid under a statutory obligation to the 
subordinate local authorities. That money 
necessarily finds its way into the pockets 
of the local ratepayers. In other words, 
if the rate of the County Council is higher 
in consequence of these payments, they 
also involve the lowering of the rate of the 
subordinate local authority. It is also 
said that the proposal of the Bill means 
an increase in the burdens of working-men. 
The rates of houses rated at £20 in Lon- 
don and other large towns are paid under 
the composition system, and _ therefore 
they are not directly paid, at all events, 
by the occupants of the houses. In the 
case of a house rated at £20 per annum 
the increase brought about by the opera- 
tion of the Bill would be only 23d. a year, 
and isit not preposterous to suggest that 
all the customs and agreements under 
which working men hold houses would 
be upset for the sake of 25d. a year? It 
may be that better methods might have 
been suggested, but I doubt the recom- 
mendations which come from hon. 
Gentlemen, who would regard the Bill 
with animosity nd matter what scheme 
the Government proposed for dealing with 
the matter. I believe it would have met 
with the same opposition, only varied in 
its form, by hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


/money, secure in the first instance that 


'the burden is spread over a very wide 


If the Government had suggested that | 


this burden should fall directly upon the 
counties, with what fervour it would have 
been opposed by the hon. Members 
opposite who represented county con- 
stituencies! Why, everything they have 
said against the Bill so far is rosewater 
compared to what they would have said 
had the Government made any such 
proposal. I have never contended that 
the system proposed is a complete 
system, or that it is without flaws. [I am 
not so foolish as to pretend anything of 
the kind. 


But I assert that the Govern- | 


i 


area, and, as some inequalities are in- 
evitable under any system, we secure 
in the second place that in the incidence 
of the burden there is inequality 
of the slightest possible description. 
Having come to the conclusion that we 
would be acting rightly in effecting this 
reform, I believe the method the Govern- 
ment has adopted for finding the money 
to meet the deficiency is, on the whole, 
the fairest and wisest, and I hope it is 
one that the Committee will adhere to. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): The right hon. Gentle- 
man has allowed us, in a very frank and 
candid way, to have a little insight into 
the minds of the Government. Having 
made up their minds to make this grant 
to the clergy, they cast about to see what 
other class should be compelled to pay it. 
Anyone who has anything to do with 
financial administration knows that that 
is a difficult problem. The right hon. 
Gentleman also indicated the conclusion 
at which they arrived. They thought 
they had discovered a method of doing it 
which, if it was not for the malignity of 
gentlemen who sit on these benches, 
would never have been found out. But, 
unfortunately for the right hon. Gentle- 
man, even if we had held our tongues, if 
we had been compelled to hold our 
tongues, the stones on his own side rise 
up, and his innocent scheme for endowing 
the clergy and charging the publie tax- 
payer has been discovered in the course 
of two nights’ debate. Let us see how 
he proposes to justify it. First of all, he 
said, “I have spread it widely.” Yes, 
but when you spread a charge widely it 
does not justify it to the people who have 
to pay. It is the most extraordinary 
financial proposition I have ever heard of. 
I do not know whether intentionally or 
accidentally he fixed the figure at 2}d._ I 
do not wish any discourtesy to the 
right hon. Gentleman, but I should say 
the value of that argument is very 
accurately represented by the figure he 
selected. He has said that the Govern- 
ment are dealing with this question as a 
rating question: that they are redressing 
inequality of rating. Well, you would 


suppose that when you are redressing 


inequality of rating you would deal with 








611 Tithe Rent-Charge 


it upon sound rating principles, and sound | 


rating principles are always connected 
with local taxation and not with general 
taxation. This “spreading” argument 
might be justified if it was for a national 
object, but at any time, and particularly 
at this moment, it would be inconvenient 
to put forward the endowment of the 
clergy as a national object, and so the 
Government have not propounded that 
idea ; on the contrary, they say they are 
redressing a rating grievance. What the 
Government say is, “ While we are going 
to relieve the people who ought not to 
pay so much, we are not going to put the 
burden upon the people who consequently 
pay too little. That would be dread- 
fully unpopular. Therefore let us put it 
on everybody and make everybody pay.” 
I think it will be discovered that that is 
not the universal opinion. Everybody 
does not agree with that view of the 
subject, and I have never heard the word 
“spreading” applied to finance without 
knowing that there was something 
extremely unsound at the bottom of the 
proposition. The right hon. Gentleman 
seems to imagine that he had put 
us in a great dilemma when he talked 
about. the incidence of rating, and 
said that we had always contended 
in the case of agricultural rating that the 
rate falls upon the landlord. So it does. 
Therefore, says the right hon. Gentleman, 
you must make the same admission with 
respect to rating in towns. If he would 
take the pains to read a very instructive 
and scientific treatise upon rating by the 
First Lord of the Admiralty I think he 


would tind—it is many years since I read | 


it—that an exact distinction is drawn 
between the incidence of rating in the two 
cases, that in the case of agricultural 
rating the incidence is upon the landlord, 
whereas in the case of rating in towns the 
incidence is upon the occupier. That is 
a really conclusive answer to the dilemma 
which was so loudly cheered by hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite, and it is a point which 
seems to have escaped the recollection of 
the right hon. Gentleman. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer said we could not 
put the burden upon taxation generally, 
because it would be very unfair to Scot 
land and Ireland if we did so. That isa 
very ingenious argument to apply to the 
financial scheme of this Bill. But do you 
suppose that that argument will conceal 
from Scotland and Ireland that they are 
to contribute towards the relief given to 


Sir William Harcowt. 
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the clergy in England? The money taken 
out of the Local Taxation account for this 
purpose has to come out of the pockets of 
the general taxpayers quite as much in 
Scotland and Ireland as in England, and 
the representation that this is not a tax 
on Scotland and Ireland is financially un- 
true. It isa charge upon Scotland and 
Ireland exactly as it isa charge upon Eng- 
land. Therefore it is a trumpery device 
for putting a charge upon the general 
taxpayers of this country for the endow- 
ment of a particular denomination in 
England. I say it is an endowment of a 
particular denomination hecause your pre- 
tence that it is a rate-paying reform can- 
not be defended for a moment. If it isa 
rate-paying reform it applies to all tithe- 
owners. 


612 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Question. 


Sr WILLIAM HARCOURT: Does 
that mean the closure ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: (Juestion, 
question. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: I will 


proceed to argue the question if you like. 
I say this is to be defended, if it is defended 
at all, upon a rate-paying principle. Now, 
a rate-paying principle must apply to all 
sorts of property equally, and therefore 


if you do not apply it to all sorts of pro- 


perty equally you must have some par- 
ticular reasons for not adopting that course. 
I suppose there must he something that 
the right hon. Gentleman the leader of 
the House finds it difficult to answer, and 
therefore he is particularly averse from 
having this matter brought under the 
consideration of the country. Well, you 
may have it brought under the considera- 
tion of the House or you may not, as 
you choose. You will not prevent, by 
cries of “Question,” this matter from 
being brought before the consideration 
of the country, and you may depend 
upon it the country will cry “ Question,” 
and that they will know that the question 
is whether you are throwing the burden 
of this endowment upon the right people 
or upon the wrong people. Of course we 
are obliged at this stage of the discussion 
to admit that you have determined to 
make these grants. I was very much 
surprised, I must say, at that part of the 
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speech of the hon. Member for West Ham 


when he said that we had not attempted | 


to deny the justice of the claim. Of 
course we cannot do it now. We are 
arguing as far as we are permitted to do 
in the few hours that have been allowed 
to us in this Committee ——— 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY: There was no 
closure on the Second Reading. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I am 
endeavouring to point out what our view 
is. We say there has been no injustice, 
and that the clergyman only paid what he 
knew beforehand he would have to pay. 
The hon. Member compared the case of 
the clergyman to that of a civil servant, 
but no rating question arises on the salary 
of a civil servant. The proposal of the 
Bill has been put upon the ground of it 
being a rating question, and the question 
of the rate, of course, is the question at 
issue, and the method in which we ought 
to meet the deficiency caused is a rating 
question. That is really what we have 
to consider. The argument used by 
the hon. Member was that we had 
to deal with the question of meet- 
ing the deficiency by the ratepayers 
of the locality as a rating question. 
entirely agree with him. Do not let it 
be said that it is we who desire to in- 
crease the rates of the existing ratepayer. 
We deny the justice of the claim alto- 
gether, and we refuse to be trapped into 
any such dilemma as that. Our case is 
this—that there is not and never has been 
any injustice in this rate, that it has 
been always founded upon sound prin- 
ciples of rating, and that there is no more 
reason for throwing the burden upon the 
other ratepayers than there is for spread- 
ing it over the whole of the taxpayers of 
the United Kingdom. But take your 
position. You choose to found your- 
selves upon the injustice of the existing 
rating system, of which you have given no 
evidence whatever, and the method you 
have adopted is one which we say is un- 
just. I agree with the right hon. Gentle- 
man that the injustice of a rate or tax is 
not to be measured by the amount, and 
therefore I say that all these twopenny- 
halfpenny conclusions are really beside 
the question altogether. The right hon. 
Gentleman said, ‘Oh! London, after all, 
will only pay £19,000. Well, what is 
that to London?” Very true. My 
hon. friend behind me was good enough 
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to derive an illustration from the county 
I have the honour to represent, which 
will enjoy a species of equilibrium under 
the Bill. - That is not an equilibrium 
which will be appreciated by my consti- 
tuents. If he supposes that the rate- 


-payers of Monmouthshire will be satisfied 


with an equilibrium which consists in 
their paying a certain number of hundreds 
of pounds in order to endow the clergy- 
men of the Established Church in that 
county, he is very much mistaken in the 
opinion of that population, and if he knew 
as much of Wales as I do he would find 
that that is a very general sentiment. 
We are told by the right hon. Gentleman 
that if he had been going to reform the 
general system of local taxation—of local 
rating—he would never have adopted the 
proposals in this Bill. Yes; but what 
has my hon. friend the Member for Hox- 
ton, who is a member of the Commission 
which is to consider this question, told 
you? He has told you that what you 
have done in the Agricultural Rates Act 
has raised an almost insuperable obstacle 
to anything like a wise and general and 
just reform of the system of local taxa- 
tion, and that you were adding in this 
Bill another obstacle, although you are 
mere temporary 


measure. Right hon. Gentlemen op- 
posite spoke of the Agricultural 


Rates Act as a mere temporary measure, 
but they do not intend it to be merely 
temporary. As long as they. have the 
power they will take care to keep it, and 
the gentlemen who represent the clergy, 
who are getting this grant upon what I 
must call a vicious system of local rating, 


do not intend it to be a temporary 
measure. My hon. friend the Member 
for Hoxton says the Commission has 


found it impossible to deal with them on 
the basis of temporary measures. What, 
then, are you doing? You are abso- 
lutely destroying all hopes from that 
Commission of any outcome of a general 
reform of local taxation which shall do 
justice to the urban population of this 
country. The Prime Minister said the 
other day that there are a great many 
Commissions which will never have any 
result at all. He did not tell us which 
Commission he meant, but I venture to 
say that the Commission which is in- 
tended to give the same benefits to the 
towns which you have given to these two 
favoured classes of the community is one 
of those Commissions which I do not 
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think the Prime Minister intends to give | 
any effect to. It seems to me that what | 
you are doing by what is called 
piecemeal legislation is to violate the 
whole principles on which rating 
finance ought to rest. [ating finance is 
not, and ought not ever to be, piecemeal ; - 
it ought to represent the whole of the 
community to which it is charged ; and to 
pick out two classes, begin with them, 
and say, “Oh! we will consider the in- 
terests of the other classes afterwards,” 
is a thoroughly vicious system of finance. 
We know what is going to happen. You 
have got money under the Agricultural 
Rates Act, and you have done nothing 
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since. You are going to get this money 
for the Church, and what will then 


happen? Nothing at all. The Commis- 
sion, practically speaking, will be paralysed 
by the steps you have taken in these two 
matters. The towns will never get the 
justice from the Commission which they 
ought to have received had the question 
been tackled properly. Anything more 
dangerous forthe interests of this country 
than to introduce a number of unsound 
principles in dealing with local taxation 
and rating cannot be conceived. Your 
general public expenditure is growing at 
a very dangerous rate. And, what is 
equally dangerous, perhaps more dange- 
rous—you are introducing false principles 
in a Rating Bill. 


ComMANDER BETHELL (York E.R., 
Holderness) : Question. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: It is 
the question. I am waiting for the Chair- 
man to call me to order. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL: I 
right to call “Question.” 


have a 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: Well, let 
the hon. and gallant, Member continue to 
call “ Question.” I may remind the hon. 
Member also that he has got the right to 
move the closure, and I would suggest 
to him that that course is perhaps more 
courteous and more conclusive. It will 
save me trouble, because I shall no longer 


be interrupted. This is a_ financial 
Amendment dealing with the whole | 
financial proposals of the Bill, and | 


when I call attention to the danger of | 
introducing false principles into the sys- 
tem of rating inthe country, the hon. and | 
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bably his feeling is that it is rather 
dangerous. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL: I rise to a 
point of order. Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man addressing himself to the Amend- 
ment ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The last remarks 
of the right hon. Gentlemen were rather 
called forth by the interruption of the 
hon. and gallant Member. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT : There 
is no Member of this House for whom I 
have more respect than I have for the 
hon. and gallant Member, but on a finan- 
cial Amendment financial remarks are in 
order. I say we ought to be more careful 
in dealing with the finance of local rating 
than even with the general finances of the 
country, and in my opinion these proposals 
are extremely injurious to the principles 
of local finance and of local rating. 
I need not labour the point, because it 
has been agreed to very fairly and 
frankly by the right hon. Gentleman. He 
also said that the proper method of 
dealing with this matter is by way of 
assessment, and I entirely agree. One of 
the greatest complaints against the finan- 
cial operations of the Bill is that it does 
not proceed by assessment. I do not 
quite appreciate the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s distinction between the principle of 
deduction and the principle of assessment. 
Assessment depends very much on dedue- 
tion. You assess one class of property 
more and another less according as there 
are greater or fewer deductions to be 
made. Therefore they are the same 
thing, and I say the Report of the Com- 
mission pointed directly to assessment 
and deduction. I agree with hon. Mem- 
bers who have spoken on both sides that 
the financial principle of this Bill is an 
unsound principle, and I give my hearty 
support to the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for Bow and Bromley, which he 


moved in such an able and __ lucid 
manner. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 


the right hon. Gentleman took exception to 
a modest interruption I made during his 
speech, and which I assure him was not 
intended in any spirit of discourtesy. 
But the masterpiece he delivered on the 
Second Reading of this Bill ought not, I 


gallant Member calls “Question.” Pro- think, to be too often touched up. It 


Sir Villiam Harcourt. 
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was excellent in its original form, and it 

ras an enjoyment to listen to it for the 
first time, but by constant repetition 
even the most excellent things lose some 
of their savour. The right hon. Gentle- 
men has advanced outside the arguments 
brought forward very ably by my two hon. 
friends the astounding proposition that 
the fund on which we are drawing is a 
fund belonging not to the English rate- 
payers, but to the general taxpayers of 
the country. That is really a most 
extravagant proposition. If we do not 
pass this Bill in its present form, will the 
taxpayers of Ireland or Scotland have a 
penny more in their pocket than they 
have now? It is perfectly true that the 
London ratepayer will lose one-eighth of 
a penny in the £ if the Bill is passed 
in its present form. but, if the Amend- 
ment were carried and the Bill were 
not passed in its present form, while 
the London ratepayer would gain one- 
eighth of a penny in the &, the Irish and 
Scotch ratepayer and taxpayer would be 
neither better nor worse off than now. 
That is really indisputable, and therefore 
it isan extravagant paradox to say that 
this Bill throws any burden on Scotland 
or Ireland. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: T said 
that either the money is wanted or it is 
not. If you make this charge it is neces- 
sary to raise the money from the general 
taxpayer. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We do not 
know much of the future programme of 
the Party opposite, but if part of that 
programme is a Bill interfering with the 
contribution of the general taxpayer to 
the Local Taxation Account there is some 
point in what the right hon. Gentleman 
says. But we on this side have no such 
intention, and we do not think the right 
hon. Gentleman has. Anything drawn 
from the Local Taxation Account falls on 
the English ratepayer, and upon him 
alone. The real question is not the ex- 
travagant proposition of the right hon. 
Gentleman, but the more modest proposi- 
tion of the mover of the Amendment. 
That proposition can be put in the com- 
pass of a sentence: Is it, or is it not, in 
conformity with sound principle that the 
ratepayers throughout the country should 
be asked to contribute to the removal of 
rating injustices, even if, according to 
strict arithmetic, some will pay more in 


carrying out the object than they would | 
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gain by the object being carried out? That 
is the question in a nutshell. I have no 
hesitation in answering that in the affirma- 
tive. Hon. Gentlemen opposite talkasif the 
existing system of rating in this country 
were so nicely adjusted to the equities of 
the case that it shoald not be interfered 
with. I say that the existing system is 
not only unjust in a manner which may 
be remedied by some general scheme, 
but that from the very nature of the case 
you cannot devise a system by which 
every member of the community shall pay 
precisely according to his means towards 
general objects in which the community 
are interested. The present system makes 
no pretence to carry that out with arith- 
metical accuracy. The trifling inequity 
introduced by the Governmentis practically 
insignificant measured by the inequities 
under which we all sit down. Take, for 
example, the contribution of personalty 
to rating objects. I believe no one who 
has studied the history of rating or the 
equities of rating, but does not think that 
personalty ought to contribute more 
largely. Personalty does contribute now 
under an exchequer contribution, and so 
far as that contribution goes something is 
done towards meeting the equities of the 
ease. But consider the anomaly of that 
contribution. Under the Act of Elizabeth 
the dwellers in each area were to contri- 
bute towards local objects in that area. 
That is not done by the Exchequer contri- 
bution of personalty. We all admit that 
that is anomalous, but we say it is better 
that personalty should contribute in an 
inequitable, slip-shod fashion than that it 
should escape altogether. No more per- 
fect system has ever yet been suggested. 
Take the existing system of rating in 
Lancashire. My hon. friend who moved 
the Amendment is very keenly alive to 
the anomaly that Lancashire should have 
to pay £19,000 and only receive £1,000 
or £900. But the whole system 
of equalisation of rates is the 
roughest approximation to justice. It is 
difficult to say why St. George’s-in-the- 
West should contribute the exact amount 
it does to local purposes in St. George’s- 
in-the-East, and if it contributes to St. 
George’s-in-the-East why not to West Ham ? 
You cannot lay down a rule which justifies 
an anomaly like that. All we can say is 
that it is impossible to adjust the exact 
burden in these rating questions so that 
no one pays more than he is justified 
towards general purposes. I believe that 


Y 
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London at this moment gets in contri-| the Committee what the Amendment be- 


butions for her parks a alone from the | 
national Exchequer twice as much and | 
more than twice as much as the £19,000, 
the amount of her contributions under 
this Bill. 
I believe the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite does not complain of it, because 
he was Chancellor of the Exchequer 


fore us is? It is to leave out all the 
| machinery for paying the money, while it 


| does remove an injustice from the clergy, 
|so that if the first part stands and the 


I make no complaint of that. | 


during many of the years in which it has_ 


been carried out. The justification is, I 


suppose, that persons in Northumberland | 


and Durham can enjoy Hyde Park just 
as much as people living within a few 
yards of it. I do not quarrel with that, 
difficult to define 


but it is very 
in strict argument. Take again the 
case of the payment of rates on 


Government buildings. London gets an 
immense amount of general taxation in 
that way. It may be said that that is 
national, and that therefore the nation 
ought to pay; but you cannot adjust 
these things with absolute arithmetical 
accuracy. The truth is, we are bound to 
approach these questions, not merely as 
arithmeticians, but as statesmen who have 
got to deal with practical problems. My 
right hon. friend near me was absolutely 
accurate in saying that in dealing with 
this question of rating the Government is 
amply justified in drawing upon this 
fund, and in using it in no sense of hard- 
ship, and in no sense whatever of personal 
inconvenience. It is the only way to 
deal with rating questions. In the future 
I believe we shall have other rating 
problems, and when the Government of 
the day draws on this fund it may involve 
a contribution favourable to London and 
against the rural districts. I will not 
object to that, nothwithstanding some 
inequity which is inevitable. But if you 
draw only the precise amount which the 
multiplication table says you should, you 
will never be able to solve these great 
practical problems which at present con- 
front us. I frankly admit that if this were 
not a national question, or a question 
affecting the whole of England, we ought 
not to draw upon a fund which the whole 
of England enjoys in order to solve 
it. But I assert that rating questions 
are emphatically national. The right hon. 
gentleman very unfairly stated that this 
money is to be taken from London to be 
given to the clergy. It is not to be taken 
from London to be given to the clergy, 
but to be given to a certain class of rural 
ratepayers. May I[ respectfully remind 
Mr. A. J. Balfou. 


second is abolished, as proposed by the 
Amendment, the result will be that an 
additional burden will be put on rural 
ratepayers, and to a less degree on Lon- 
don ratepayers. The Government think 
that in order to carry out a rating reform 
of this kind it is perfectly fair to come on 
this fund. The right hon. Gentleman 
has not suggested that we are doing any- 
thing worse than was done by himself in 
the case of swine fever. The right hon. 
Gentleman was justified in what he did in 
that matter. The House unanimously 
thought that though it could not be 
maintained that every part of the country 
was equally interested in swine fever, it 
was nevertheless fair that the whole of 
the country should pay for swine fever. 
Although the whole of the country is not 
equally interested in the removal of this 
rating grievance, the whole country is 
interested in it as it is a matter of general 
justice, and it is fair that a general fund 
should be called upon. Under the cir- 
cumstances I contend that the course the 
Government have pursued is one in 
conformity with the general interest, and 
in conformity, therefore, with sound 
pelicy, and I do not believe it will be pos- 
sible in the future to effect any great re- 
adjustment of local taxation without again 
having recourse to the growing produce 
of this great contribution to rating. I 
hope, if the Committee divides on this 
question, it will emphatically support the 
Government. It is natural and legitimate 
that hon. Gentlemen opposite who dislike 
the whole Bill should vote for an Amend- 
ment which would destroy the Bill, 
whether they think my argument good 
or bad ; but I appeal to those on my own 
side who, as practical statesmen, have 
said they do not object to the Bill in its 
main principles, who have told us they 
regard the present rating of the clergy as 
grossly unjust, to emphatically support 
the Government in the course they now 
propose, inasmuch as the grievance, the 
reality of which they admit, can he reme- 
died by the method suggested and by no 
other method. That is the plain alter- 
native, and I am convinced my hon. 
friends will see that we are justified in the 
course we are pursuing, and that they will 
give us their support. 
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Mr. ELLIS J. GRIFFITHS (Angle- | 


sey): The Leader of the House made a very | 
pathetic appeal to those who sat behind 
him. I only wish that he had been able 
to make a wider appeal. The First Lord 
was very merry over the Second Reading | 
speech of the right hon. Member for 
West Monmouth ; but I think his refer- 
ences to the Second Reading have become 
quite as numerous as those of the right 
hon. Member for West Monmouth. The 
First Lord of the Treasury, in the course 
of his speech, said from time to time 
that there were already a great many 
anomalies in the rating system of the 
country. On that we are all agreed ; 
but I do not see that that is any reason for 
instituting another. The number of 
anomalies. already existing is rather a 
reason for putting an end to them all, 
than for introducing a new one altogether. 
The right hon. Gentleman said the 
money was not taken from London and 
given to the clergy. I think that is an 
astounding statement. But he said it 
was given to the rural ratepayers. I 
have always felt that there was a good 
deal of difficulty to know where the 
money was to come from, but there is an 
equal difficulty in knowing who is going 
to get it. When the right hon. Gentle- 
man says the money is not going to the 
clergy, but to the rural ratepayers, surely 
that is only a trifling with words. The 
money is going just where the Govern- 
ment intends it to go, namely, to the 
clerical incumbent. We admit — on 
this side of the House the frank- 
ness and candour of the — speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman _ this 
afternoon. He admits that in many 
cases inequalities will be created by the 
Bill. He also admits it will do very 
little to fill the vacuum which he thinks 
ought to be filled ina particular manner 
in respect to the amount. The point we 
have to consider is very simple, namely, 
to decide where the money is to come 
from. The Committee has decided that 
half of these rates need not be paid by 
those who have hitherto paid them. The 
only question raised by the Amendment, 
especially in the form the Chairman has 
put it, is the best way of providing the 
money. In order to decide that, we have 
te consider various funds on which we 
might draw. I think the natural way to 
provide the money is to get it from those 
people who utilise the services of the 
clergy, namely, their congregations. They 
ought to have the first honour and _privi- 
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money. 


‘as I understood him, 


(Rates) Bill. 622 


lege of making up the deficit. If they 
will not do it I should call on the com- 
municants of the parish, who ought to be 
only too glad of the opportunity of sup- 
porting their clergy in times of distress. 
If they will not do it, there is the Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners, a wealthy body, with 
an income of hundreds of thousands a year. 
They might be called upon to pay half 
the rates of the clergy. It appears that 
the Committee has decided that there are 
only two alternatives—to pay this money 
from either a local fund or a central fund. 
The Minister of Agricu'ture has practi- 
cally told us that the point he has in view 
is to minimise the effects of the Bill He 
wants the country to know as little as 
possible as to who pays this money. He 
does not want it to be a constant source 
of recollection to those who pay the 
That is the reason why he goes 
to the Local Taxation Account fund, for 
he says, a man who occupies a £20 house 
will _ pay 24d. per year, and who cares 
for 24d. per year? I am sure that if the 
Report of the Roy: al Commission is read, 
especially the subsidiary Report of the 
hon. Member for Stroud, he will arrive 
at the conclusion that, if deductions haye 
anything to do with this matter, it is the 
local ratepayers that ought to be paid. 
Whatever way you look at it, | submit 
that a central fund ought not to be drawn 
upon to pay the deficit, hut that the com- 
munity served by the clergyman should 
pay it. The mode prov ided for in the 
3ill is not a right or just mode, and I 
shall be happy to support the Amend- 
ment. 


*Mr. MENDL (Plymouth): The 
Amendment which has been moved by the 
hon. Member for Bow and Bromley is ene 
which goes to the root of this question se 
far as hon. Members representing berongh 
constituencies are concerned, and it is in 
that capacity that I support it very 
warmly. The First Lord of the Treasury 


‘attempted to justify the opposition of the 


Amendment, as far 
upon the ground 
that personalty does not contribute 
towards local rates, and that this was a 
rough-and-ready way of making personalty 
do so. It is a very rough and, it may 
be, a very ready way, but it does not 
seem to me to have that effect in the 
smallest degree. All that the Government 
have done is to take a sum of money and 


Government to this 


‘shovel it over to a class of people whom 


they say have been suffering injustice 


Y 2 








623 Tithe Rent-Charge 


{COMMONS} 


(Rates) Bill. 624 


irrespective altogether of the condition of | of a borough Member, but from the point 


the recipients, for it is quite obvious that 
those who want the most will receive the 


least, and vice versa. So far as regards the | 


source from whichthe Governmentare going 


to obtain the money, they are, under this | 


Bill, going to make all the ratepayers pay. 


I suppose even the right hon. Gentleman | 


the President of the Board of Agriculture 
will no longer contend that nobody pays 
this money because it comes out of the 
Local Taxation Account. But the rate- 
payers who will feel the call most are the 
urban ratepayers, who are already more 
highly rated than any other class. 
I think, is the reason why every borough 
Member in this House ought to join in 
protesting against this policy. I very 
much regret that we have not heard pro- 
tests from a larger number of borough 
Members from the other side of the 
House. I do not suggest that they should 
follow the example of my hon. friend the 
Member for Stockport, for it is not 
everybody who has the courage to speak 
out as my hon. friend did, but it would 
have been very useful indeed if some more 
borough Members, and especially London 
Members, had made their protests felt in 
regard to this matter. Because, after all, 
what is the whole principle of rating ? 
Rating is a local charge for a local purpose. 
One hon. Member on the other side yester- 
day, or Monday, put the case extremely well. 
He said when you contend that a certain 
elass of ratepayers have hitherto been over- 
rated it naturally follows that a large 
number of ratepayers have been under- 
rated ; and therefore it is surely right 
and proper that those who have been pay- 
ing too little should make up the 
deticiency which is caused by those who 
have been paying too much. I suppose it 
is not suggested that as between the urban 
ratepayer and therural ratepayer the urban 
ratepayer pays too little and the rural rate- 
payer too much, for the opposite is the case. 
The proposal of the Government is, to 
my mind, one more instance, if instance 
were wanted, of the sacrifice of the towns 
to the country, and of the urban rate- 
payer to the rural ratepayer. It is an 


extension of the vicious principle which | 


was carried out in the Agricultural Rating 
Ac‘, and as a borough Member I heartily 
support the Amendment. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I should like to say a word on this 
Amendment, not from the point of view 


Mr. Mendl. 


That, | 


of view of a county Member. I should 
like to remind the Committee that there 
are several counties in England where the 
| tithe was largely got rid of under various 
Enclosure Acts. The county that I have 
‘the honour to represent has got rid of 
five-sixths of the tithe under such Acts, 
the sum to be given 
under the provisions of this Bill will be 
comparatively trivial. It is, however, 
obvious that the ratepayers of Northamp- 
tonshire will be mulcted somewhat in the 
same way as the ratepayers represented 
by the hon. Member for Bow and Bromley 
and the hon. Member for Plymouth, in 
order to pay for the relief of the rates in 
other districts. It seems to me that this 
Amendment, as well as the proposal con- 
tained in the Bill, is open to very serious 
objections. The hon. Member proposes 
to shift the burden from the general body 
of ratepayers to the local ratepayers. 
That, of course, may be a very great gain 
to certain districts, but in other districts 
it would certainly mean a_ considerable 
loss. I myself therefore feel some hesita- 
tion in supporting this Amendment, 
though I shall vote for it as being a less 
grievous form of injustice than the propo- 
sal in the Bill. The proposal now before 
us raises the whole question of taxation. 
It seems to me that we have had abso- 
lutely no case made out, either from the 
distress point of view or from the rating 
point of view, of the claim of the clergy- 
man. We have a proposal put before us 
which is absolutely unique in ignoring the 
elementary facts which underlie the whole 
position of the clergy and the vast wealth 
of the Church. I have not heard in the 
course of these Debates one single refer- 


‘and therefore 


‘ence to the fact that the whole of the vast 


ecclesiastical revenues were exempted 
from the estate and succession duties. 
There is, therefore, already a vast con- 
cession to the clerical ratepayers indirectly 
through the enormous relief from Imperial 
taxation. It is consequently obvious 
that, although you go either to the general 
taxpayer or to the general ratepayer in 
order to obtain relief for any of the 
alleged hardships to the incumbents who 
pay rates on their tithes, you should 
| rather ask the Church to deal with this 
| question. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : Order, order! I 


would point out to the hon. Member that 
this question does not arise on the 
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Amendment. Even if the Amendment 


were carried, the question cannot be con- 
sidered by the Committee. Mr. Speaker 
has already ruled that that is altogether 
outside the Bill. 


*Mr. CHANNING: Iam perfectly aware 
that Mr. Speaker has made that ruling, 
and I was only referring to the matter as 
an illustration of my contention that the 
claim to this relief was not justified, be- 
cause of the vast revenues which the 
Church possesses and which can _ be 
drawn upon for this relief. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
That cannot be raised on this Amend- 
ment. 


*Mr.CHANNING: I bow most respect- 
fully to your ruling, Mr. Lowther, but as 
one who has listened to most of this 
Debate, I venture to say that it has been 
largely composed of Second Reading con- 
siderations. The Amendment which we 
are asked to sanction, preferable as it is 
to the scheme of the Bill, will impose a 
very heavy fine upon those whom we repre- 


sent, whether we represent large towns or | 


rural districts, and I wish to enter my 
most emphatic protest against the whole 
policy of the Bill. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I have again and again appealed to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite to consider this 


matter purely and solely on the ground | 


of justice. I now proceed to make the 
same appeal to Her Majesty’s Govern- 


ment and their supporters on this side, | 


for it is upon the ground of justice that 
this Amendment must be considered. I 
regret very much to hear the First Lord 
of the Treasury say that if this Amend- 
ment were passed it would spoil the Bill. 
That is a misapprehension. The essence 
of the Bill is contained in the words that 
have been already adopted, and if there 
were no other words in the Bill than 
those that are already in it the injustice, 
so far as the clergy are concerned, would 
have been redressed. The question that 
now arises is simply and solely the ques- 
tion of who is to pay the money. Her 
Majesty’s Government propose, in effect, 


that the ratepayers at large should pay ; | 


in other words that they should cease to 
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the Finance Act of 1894. Her Majesty’s 
Government propose, in other words, to 
alleviate the admitted wrong—admitted 
| so far as we onthis side of the Houseare con- 
| cerned—on the clergy by repaying them 
an amount which is supposed to be taken 
out of the sum provided by personal pro- 
perty at death. What has that to do 
| with the alleviation of rating? It seems 
to me that this at any rate is not the 
right fund to take it from. Moreover, I 
have another objection to taking it from 
this particular fund. It is the creation of 
| an interception, which is in itself a finan- 
cial offence, and which will be aggravated 
'by the Bill. What is the claim made on 
| behalf of the clergy? The claim is as 
distinct as possible. It has never varied, 
it has never been added to or diminished. 
It is, that certain deductions are not made 
in consideration of the fact that the 
‘clergy render services to entitle them 
to their emoluments. It is a perfectly 
good and just claim. And what is 
the remedy proposed? The remedy is 
that a deduction should be made. That 
the Bill does in a rough and ready way, 
which I shall come to in a moment. Well, 
'the remedy of deduction is, I venture 
to say, the right remedy, and not only the 
right remedy but the only remedy which 
can be defended on the ground of justice, 
which I advance. There is no other sug- 
| gested by the Commission. The Commis- 
sion suggested generally that some relief 
should be given. The only specific sug- 
gestion made was by the three members of 
‘the Commission who really understood the 
subject, and their remedy was the remedy 
| of deduction. Then it is said, ‘Yes, but if 
_ you deduct it the amount will have to be 
| made up by the other ratepayers.” Cer- 
| tainly ; and why not? Is that unjust ? 
| What is the allegation? The allegation 
| is that for sixty years the clergyman has, 
in consequence of the absence of this 
| necessary and just deduction, been paying 
more than his proper share of the rating 
and consequently the other ratepayers 
‘less. Take the remedy suggested by the 
‘three learned Members of the Commis- 
sion, and what is the result ? That for 
the first time since 1836 the other rate- 
payers would begin to pay their just 
share. A grievance on the part of 
'the ratepayers ? For sixty years they 





have this sum of £87,000 handed over to have been paying less than they ought to 
them for the alleviation of the’ rates. | pay, and we are letting them off all those 
Now, whence is that money derived ? Itis | years. All we ask is that in future they 
derived from the duties levied on the per- | shall pay their just share of the whole of 
sonal property of deceased persons under | the rating as it falls on the area in which 
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they live. It is impossible to find any 
grievance upon the ratepayer in making 
him now, forthe first time, pay his 
proper share of the rate. Has any Mem- 
ber of this House, has any Member of 
Her Majesty’s Government, pretended that 
it is unjust that this proper charge should 
fall upon the ratepayers ! Not one. It is 
time that the ratepayer now assumed his 
fair share of the rate, which up to this time 
he has not borne, and which the clergy- 
man has borne instead. Not an argu- 
ment has been addressed to the House to 
show that it would be unjust to place 
upon the ratepayer his proper share of the 
burden. There is no doubt that such a 
proposal will be unpopular with the rate- 
payers ; but the proposal of the Government 
will be still more unpopular with a larger 
body of the taxpayers, and especially the 
taxpayers in towns. But I altogether 
reject the arguments that may be drawn 
from popularity. My belief is that Her 
Majesty ’sGovernmentdesire to do an act of 
justice ajust manner. The whole question 
is, on whose shoulders shall the extra 
burden be placed ? I think we on this 
side of the House are well disposed 
towards the Bill, but surely Her Majesty’s 
Government are not going to impose on 
us the iron rule of accepting the particular 
method put forward by the Government, 
without allowing us to suggest an altera- 
tion of any kind. Surely they are not 
going to deprive us of the right of 
private judgment, or ask us to vote at the 
erack of the party whip. The Govern- 
ment speak of this Bill as if it were some- 
thing sacred, and as if perdition were pro- 
nounced on those who should “ add one 
word to this prophecy or take one word 
from it.” I feel constrained, in the 
interests of justice, to vote for the 
Amendment. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
I have endeavoured, as far as I can, 
to get an insight into the views of 
justice which are accepted on the other 
side. The position of hon. Members 
opposite is this—they say that a just debt 
is due to the clergy at the present time, 
and it is our duty to pay thatdebt. Ido 
not agree that any just debt is due to the 
clergy ; but granting for the moment 
that the intention of the Government 
is to do justice, let me apply their 
own principles to this Amendment. 
If there is a just debt due there are 
two persons to be taken into account— 
there is the person to whom the debt is 

Mr. Gibson Bowles, 
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due, and there is the person hy whom it 
is paid. It is as fully a matter of justice 
that the right person should pay the debt 
as that the person whose money is due 
should receive it. There has 
not been a_ single argument put 
forward in the course of the 
discussion to show that the right person 
will pay the money due to the clergy 
under the Bill as it stands. The con- 
tention of the First Lord of the Treasury 
has been this, and nothing more—that 
our present system of local taxation is 
full of anomalies, and that this Bill may be 
likewise an anomaly, but it is only adding 
one more to the numerous anomalies which 
exist in our law. Now, what would be 
said if the First Lord of the Treasury 
were to give a violent blow to any hon. 
Gentleman in this House, and on being 
remonstrated with, the First Lord of the 
Treasury were to say “ You object to my 
giving youa violent blow on the head, 
but there is not a Christian or a civilised 


country in the world in which murders 


are not of daily occurrence”? Well, that 
is nothing more or Jess than the argument 
put forward by the First Lord of the 
Treasury in support of the Bill. Can it 
be said that the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for Bow and Bromley is not 
more consistent with justice than the Bill 
as it now stands? It cannot be disputed 
that if this Bill is carried we shail be 
putting a charge on persons who ought 
not to be liable to pay that charge. If 
the clergy have been unfairly treated, and 
it is not desirable to leave them in that 
position, then they ought to be paid at 
the expense of those who have been 
wrongly enjoying this advantage for many 
years. I ask hon. Members opposite, 
representing large towns, if it is fair, 
bearing in mind the financial interests of 
their own constituencies, that they should, 
merely at the crack of the party whip, 
allow a wrong to be done to their consti- 
tuents on behalf of the ratepayers of 
certain localities. This is a wrong done 
between one private individual and 
another, and unless some more cogent 
argument is forthcoming, if they vote 
against this Amendment, I am convinced 
that they.will never be able to explain 
how it is that they are willing to aie 
ratepayers of this burden who are now 
getting an advantage from the over assess- 
ment of the clergy. 


*Sir J. STIRLING-MAXWELL (Glas- 
gow, College): Although I myself repre- 
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sent a Scotch constituency, and have no 
interest financially, either direct or in- 
direct, in the subject under discussion, 
perhaps I may be allowed to speak with 
all the more freedom, and altogether 
without prejudice, on this subject. It 
has been very much thrown in the teeth 
of those defending this Amendment that 
the defence comes mainly from the 
Opposition, and I admit that while they are 
opposed to this Bill on principle, their views 
must be taken as an expression of academic 
opinion, not altogether free from a sinister 
motive. I rise to support the Amendment 
of my hon. friend, and I do so because it 
seems to me, as the Bill now stands, to 
create an obvious injustice, although it is 
one which does not affect the portion of the 
country which I represent. Nevertheless, 
I cannot, as a Member of this House, 
allow such an injustice to be perpetrated 
without making a protest against it. It 
seems to me that if we are to have odious 
legislation of this kind—and I think hon. 
Members on both sides of the House will 
all admit that legislation of this kind, 
which tends to alter the incidence of rates 
on various classes, is an odious kind of 
legislation—there are two principles which 
ought to guide us. The first one is that 
in removing one injustice we should take 
good care that we do not create another 
injustice. The second principle is that if 
we remove the weight of local taxation 
from the shoulders of one class, and 


place it upon the shoulders — of 
another class, we ought to take care 
that the change is felt not only 
by those who are relieved, but also 


by those who will have to bear the burden. 
As regards the first of these principles, a 
case has been made out which has never 
been answered by any hon. Member 
defending the Bill, and which obviously 
cannot be answered. It has been shown 
that in the extreme case of London, the 
clergy will receive only £900 under this 
5ill, whilst London will be called upon to 
contribute £19,000. The right hon. 
Gentleman called this an anomaly, but I 
prefer, as it does not exist now, and we 
are making the change for the first time, 
to call it by a plainer name, and I call it 
an injustice. As regards the second point, 
namely, that if we remove taxation from 
the shoulders of one class we ought to 
take care that the change is felt by those 
who will have to bear the burden, I wish 
we could have some answer from someone 
who would be able to tell us why it is 
impossible for the clergymen in a 
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particular area, who are paying too 
much in rates, to be relieved at the ex- 
pense of those in that particular locality 
who have been paying too little? I fear 
that the only answer which can be given 
is the one which was given with consider- 
able frankness by the right hon. gentle- 
man in charge of the Bill, and that is that 
it would be very impolitic to those who are 
proposing this measure to allow it to be 
worked out in this way. Ido not propose 
to go further into the details of this Bill, 
but as regards that particular question as 
to where the incidence of the money is to 
fall, I should like to say that the subject 
is not one of great difficulty. I should like 
to remind the Committee that, although 
the main principle involved does enter 
into the region of very abstruse, difficult, 
and debateable questions, the particular 
point before the House at this moment 
is one of almost transparent simplicity. 
The House has now decided that the clerg 
are to be relieved of half the rates which 
they pay on their tithe ; in other words, 
they are to be assessed on half the amount 
at which they are at present assessed. That 
being so, hon. Members who wish to sup- 
port the Government proposal will have 
to ask themselves if it is right that people 
who have been hitherto escaping this 
burden should now be relieved of the 
obligation of making up the deficiency. 
For these reasons I must plainly say that 
so far as I am personally concerned, I 
shall not be able to support the Third 
Reading of this Bill unless the Govern- 
ment are able to give way on this point. 
Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen, 
E.): The effect of this Amendment will 
be that the people of East Carmarthen 
will not get as much as they would 
do if this Bill was carried in its present 
form. Nevertheless, I am going to vote 
for the Amendment. Everyone knows 
that since the year 1836 the local area of 
taxation has varied to a certain extent, 
but wherever it has been altered in a par- 
ticular district the clergyman’s tithes 
have been rated to a certain amount. I 
am not going to accept the proposition 
which has been put before us by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
House. He says that the clergymen 
since 1836 have been unfairly rated, but 
my contention is if there is any injustice 
it has nothing whatever to do with any- 
body outside a particular area. Itisa 
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question of the rates in that particular 


area and nowhere else, and, when one re- 
members that the effect of the Amend- 
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ment will be simply this—that_ relief 


{COMMONS} 
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'dale Division opposing this Amendment, 


to the clergy in a particular area must be | 


met by the people in that area itself, it does 
seem tome to be utterly impossible to 
conceive of any other reasonable way of 
meeting the difficulties under which the 
clergyman has suffered up to the present 
time. It is no answer for the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill to say 
that it will be a very difficult thing to 
make the area concerned pay the 
deficiency. I can understand that in 
Norfolk, where the farmer has to make up 


a loss of £7,000, the right hon. Gentle- 
man at the next election may be met 
with a very disagreeable number of 


electors ; and the same argument applies 
to places like Essex, where everyone 
knows that, at the present moment, there 
are many farms which are let where the 
farmer has positively only to pay the 
rates, and nothing more. I understand 
that if justice is going to be done by this 
Bill the farmer and the landowner will 
turn round against the Government and 
say “ No, after this monstrous piece of in- 
justice we won’t vote for anybody who 
brings in Bills of this kind.” That is the 
reason this injustice is being perpetrated, 
and I ask is it fair to the farming con- 
stituencies { Of course everyone knows 
perfectly well that the people who are to 


and I doubt very much whether his constit- 
uents will take that view of the matter. I 
cannot understand how it can be argued that 
towns which receive no benefit at all are 
to be called upon to pay the larger part 
of the amount which is necessary to meet 
the loss which will be suffered by certain 
areas by the reduction of these rates, 
This is an act of injustice, simply because 
the persons who ought to pay are not 
made to pay. My constituency agree 
with me that this is an iniquitous Bill, 
and they are satisfied with what I am 
doing, because they feel that if there is 
any injustice done they have been bene- 
fiting by it, and they ought to pay for it 
if this proposal becomes law at all. I do 
suggest to the Government that, after 
they have been preaching about justice 
throughout all the stages of this Bill, 
they might now do a small act of 


| justice at the end without any fear of the 


be relieved by this part of the Biil are | 


those living in the rich agricultural coun- 
ties. If they are poor agricultural coun- 
ties with large industries and containing 


large manufacturing districts they will 
lose money by this proposal of the 


Government. If on the other hand they 
are rich agricultural districts, they will 
gain money by the Bill and will lose it by 
the Amendment, and it seems to me _ that 


this Bill-—and the opposition to this 
Amendnent—brings us back to the old 
argument, and that is, back up the 
landlord — it does not matter | 
whether it is the landlord’ or 
the tenant farmer the farmer 


and the clergyman against the rest of the 
taxpayers of the country. I cannot 
possibly imagine, when it is said on the 
other side of the House that this is 
simply an act of justice to make the 
rating equal, how any one can turn round 
and say that those who have gained by 
this inequality are not to hear the burden, 
but that the unfortunate labourer in the 
large towns shall be called upon to pro- 
vide the deficienc 2y. 


consequences at the next election. With 
the Government it seems to be the General 
Election and nothing else. I venture to 
think that the right hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Bill, if he were not really 
ifraid of that result, and if he paid atten- 
tion to the speeches delivered on his own 
side of the House well those 
delivered on this side, would admit that 
this Amendment would meet the justice 
of the case. 


as as 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
feel that the Government have some cause 
of complaint against the mover of this 


Amendment, for while I agree with 
every argument used in its favour, I do 


feel that he did not conclude the whole of 
the work which he teok in hand. The 
Government has proposed to take certain 
money for the purpose of relieving the 
clergy, and now the Member for Bow 
proposes to cut that source off, but he 


does not provide any other machinery for 


| their various parishes. 


supplying the money. Now, if he is in- 
clined to accept a suggestion from so 
humble a person as myself, I would 
suggest that he should add to his Amend- 
ment words which provide that the money 
shall be found by voluntary contribution 
among the members of the Church in 
That is a very 


| simple plan, and one which has been very 
effective among the Free Churches, and 


I was very much sur- | 


surely what the Free Churches can do 


prised to hearthehon. Member forthe Kirk- | the rich established Church of England 


Mr. Abel Thomas. 


i 
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can do equally well. In the country dis- 
tricts the richest people are usually mem- 
bers of the Church, whilst in the case of 
the Dissenters, their congregations are 
mostly composed of the poorer class of 
the community, such as mechanics, small 
shopkeepers, and agricultural labourers. 
These poor people find all the money 
necessary for the maintenance of their 
minister, and the up-keep of the manse 
and the church, as well as the money for 
foreign missions. If the Dissenters can 
do this, surely the rich members of the 
Church can do likewise. It is a perfectly 
simple thing to insert at the end of the 
Amendment of the hon Member for Bow 
a provision that the money shall be found 
by voluntary contributions among the 
members of the Church. If the right 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Bill does 
not understand this system, and is not 
fully acquainted with the machinery for 
the collection of funds for Free Churches, 
my hon. friend the Member for Louth 
will give him a little instruction, for he is 
engaged in raising a million guineas by 
free contributions for the religious com- 
munity with which he is connected, 
namely, the Wesleyans. During the 
month of January, this year, I attended 
meetings for this purpose in all parts 


S 


of —— 


*TuE CHAIRMAN: Will the hon. 
Member reserve that part of his speech 
to such time as there is an Amendment 
concerning that body. The present pro- 
posal is that the ratepayers should be 
called upon to meet the deficiency. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I was humbly 
endeavouring to direct the attention of 
the Government to the fact that this 
money might be provided by voluntary 
contributions, and, so far, it seems to me 
that I am assisting the Government out 
of a difficult position. They are now 
being forsaken by their own Suede and 
I observe that row after row of the sup- 
porters of the Government are coming 
“Stockport way” to this side of the 
House. I suggest that if the right hon. 
Gentleman will accept an Amendment 
providing that this money shall come 
from a voluntary source, then I think he 
will save many votes on his own side, and 
he will place many of us on this side of 
the House in considerable ditticulties. 
Although I am not a member of the 
Church of England, I am a contributor to 
its funds. 
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I am not a voluntary sub- 
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scriber, but I am compelled by law to 
subscribe, and in other respects I some- 
times give a voluntary contribution—a 
small one, I admit—to go side by side 
with the compulsory contribution which 
I am compelled to make. I think many 
of the Church people themselves would 
much rather that they should makeup this 
deficiency by voluntary process than that 
Parliament should be called upon to rob 
the underpaid labourers of the country by 
general taxation. It appeared to me that 
this suggestion might have been of suffi- 
cient value to Her Majesty’s Government 
in their present difficulty to have been 
accepted by them, otherwise I should not 
have occupied the five minutes which I 
have occupied on this important question. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I 
should like to say one or two words on 
this Amendment, first as a London Mem- 
ber, and secondly from the standpoint of 
the Church. This Amendment touches 
a very thorny question, and I think I 
must agree with my hon. friend who has 
moved this Amendment. The whole case 
for this Bill, as I understand it—and it is 
certainly the reason why I strongly sup- 
port it—is that it is based upon the idea 
that the clergy pay too large a sum in 
local taxation. I have always taken that 
view. Indeed, I was not a very enthusi- 
astic supporter of the Agricultural Rating 
sill when it was before this House, 
because I felt that the clergy ought to 
have been included in it. I have always 
held that if there was one class of persons 
who were subjected to unjust rating it 
was the clergy of the Church of E ngland. 
This Bill has been brought in from the 
standpoint that the clergy have been 


paying too much, and this measure 
is intended to set that injustice 


right. Therefore, I cannot see any 
logical reason against the Amendment of 
my hon. friend, because it is true that 
the clergy have been paying too much. 
As a matter of course, if the clergymen 
in any district have been paying too 
much, then it follows that the locality has 
been paying too little. If that is the case 
then the obvious cure for the injustice is 
to put it right by calling upon the locality 
to pay the difference out of its revenue. 
Personally I am _ not afraid of doing this, 
and I agree that—I will not say it is 
cowardly- it is rather a timid way of 
putting the injustice right by saying ‘that- 
you are taking this money from a fund 
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which comes from nobody will know 
exactly where. I do strongly urge the 
Government to give way on this matter, 
for, although my opinion may be a little 
biassed by the unfair way in which the 
Bill affects London, I think it is only fair 
to the Church itself that what is proposea 
in this Amendment should be done, and, 
although it may be unpopular, I think it 
is the right step to take. Therefore, I 
shall support this Amendment, for I be- 
lieve that in the long run the Government 
will gain rather than lose by adopting 
this Amendment. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Mans- 
field, Nottinghamshire): Early in these 
Debates I expressed the opinion that the 
opposition to this Bill was about to be 
met by a conspiracy of silence; but if 
that idea were entertained it has evi- 
dently failed. I do not, however, think 
that free speech has improved the position 
of either this Bill or the Government any 
more than silence, for we have had some 
very frank criticisms on the part of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, and to-day there 
appear on the Paper three notices hy 
staunch supporters of the Government of 
an announcement which, if it were adopted, 
would, [ have no doubt, be followed by 
an announcement that the measure would 
not be further proceeded with by the 
Government. The supporters of that 
Amendment evidently do not appreciate 
the clever device of the President of the 
Agricultural Board for finding the requi- 
site money without the ratepayers feeling 
it. They are too straightforward for 
such a method, and prefer pursuing a 
strictly logical course. For what is the 
present state of the case? It is alleged 
that for sixty years past the other rate- 
payers have heen saddling the clergy with 
a large amount which they ought to have 
paid themselves, and the Government 
propose that, to the extent of one half, 
the clergy shall be relieved. What is the 
necessary consequence? Is it that the 
ratepayers should look about for some 
other body on whom they may place the 
burden, instead of bearing it themselves ? 
Obviously not; but then to make the 
ratepayers themselves find the required 
money would be to bring too close home 
to the ratepaying mind that they were 
being taxed for the benefit of the Estab- 
lished clergy. Reference has been made 
to other sources from which the needed 
funds might be legitimately obtained, and 


Mr. Bartley. 
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among them is a resort to the free-will 
offerings of the congregations. I am, 
however, afraid that that is at present a 
counsel of perfection only ; though it is 
what the Church will have to come to 


presently. Then there are actually 
available the funds in the hands 


of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners ; but 
as there is an Amendment containing 
that proposal, I am afraid I shall not be 
in order in dealing with it now. I only 
hope I may have the chance of doing so 
whe that Amendment is reached. | 
wish to advert to the extraordinary 
position in which the Committee is placed 
by the action of the Government yester- 
day. While it has been resolved that half 
the rates levied on the clergy shall be 
remitted, we have had no figures, or facts, 
to justify the choice of that rather than 
another amount. The arguments used 
in support of one-half would be equally 
good for a remission of the whole ; for if 
Tithe be regarded as the clergyman’s 
professional income, and it is unjust to tax 
that, then it is as unjust to tax to the 
extent of one-half as to tax it to the full 
amount. My belief is that that view 
will be taken by the clergy, who will find 
the proposed remission inadequate, and 
therefore, like Oliver Twist, will be asking 
for more. Yes! and if the present 
Government remains in office I believe 


they will get it. That, however, is a 
contingency with which, under existing 
circumstances, we need not, I think, 


afflict ourselves. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen, 
W.): The most crushing replies that the 
Government have had have come from 
Members sitting on their own side of the 
House, and after listening to the speeches 
of the Member for the College Division of 
Glasgow and the Member for King’s Lynn, 
I asked myself the question whether it was 
really necessary for us who sit on this side, 


‘and who are opposed to the Bill root and 


up and make speeches so 
the Bill, which seems to 
have already been so dealt with as to 
convince anybody of its injustice. There 
is only one point upon which I do not 
agree with the Member for King’s Lynn. 
He said that we who opposed the Bill 
generally opposed it because we were 
influenced by feelings of animosity to- 

wards the clergy. Nothing could be 
more unfair than that. It is perfectly 
true that we object to an Established 


branch, to get 
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Church, but it is very seldom there is any 


Tithe Rent-Charge 


towards the clergy of this country. We 
are opposed to this Bill, not on that 
ground, but because we consider that the 
provisions embodied in it are unfair and 
unjust to the people of the country, taken 
as a whole; and the attitude of the 
Liberal Party has always been an attitude 
of opposition towards proposals which are 
put forward with a view to helping one 
class at the expense of another. With 
regard to the Amendment, this clause, in 
my judgment, consists of two injustices. 
It makes this allowance to a limited 
and special class, and a class who are 
not entitled to it. 
profession in the country than the 
clerical profession where a member, from 
the very moment he enters it, is assured 
of a certain income for the rest of his life. 
How are you going to assist this class ? 
You are going to commit one injustice, 
and in order to support that you are 
gong to commit another. You are 
making the people pay for it who ought 
not. There has been no serious attempt 
to prove that it is either fair or just that 
the people of London should pay £19,000 
a year under this Bill and only get £900 
back. So far as this Amendment is con- 
cerned, the case has only to be stated to 
show that the proposals of the Bill are 
unfair and unjust, and I hope the Division 
will show that that is the opinion encer- 
tamed by a very large number of 
Members. 


CoLoONEL WELBY (Taunton): I be- 


lieve it is not denied in any part of the 


Aird, John ge, 
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There is no other. 


Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
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| House that this grievance of the clergy is 
feeling of animosity entertained or shown | not a thing of to-day. 


It does not merely 
affect those who are living at the present 
time, but it affects those of past’ genera- 
tions. Therefore, if you are going to have 
justice, there must be taken into con- 
sideration, not only those living in a Par- 
liamentary rating area, but also those of 
whom they are the descendants. My 
argument could not be more strongly 
supported than by the instances of the 
constituencies represented by the hon. 
Members for West Ham and Bow and 
Bromley, because even at the beginning 
of this century what are now vast areas 
of houses were open agricultural fields. 
Where has the population come from ? It 
has not grown up of itself. It has been 
drafted in from the country districts. 
We are told that the true Londoner, the 
cockney, only lasts about three genera- 
tions, and that unless London was con- 
stantly recruited from the country London 
would dwindle away. If we are to have 
back all these 


justice, we must trace 

families. What would that mean? The 

present rating organisation would — be 
S 


absolutely useless. But unless you do 
that, how are you going to do justice? If 
that is true of the poor, it is equally true 
of the rich. It is for reasons of justice, 
and because this Bill is only a temporary 
one, not a permanent rect mstruction of 
the rating system, that I shall record a most 
hearty vote against this Amendment. 


Question put. 


The Commitvee divided :—Ayes, 257 ; 
Noes, 157. (Division List, No. 244.) 


AYES. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
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Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Williain | 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieutenant-General 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) | 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. | 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp’]) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Macelver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Arthur, C. (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Millbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.) | 
Morgan H. F. (Monmouthsh.) 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. $8. 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pender, Sir James 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,R. (Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, Robert Jolin 
Priestley ,Sir W.Overend(Edin | 


NOES. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 
Bowles,T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep'l 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthew W, 
Xitchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
tobinson, Brook 

Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Seely, Charles Hilton 

Seton- Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbyshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G. (Oxfd U.) 
Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 

Valentia, Viscount 

Ward, Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whitmore Charles Algernon 
Williams,Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George : 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arecy 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Conmander(Berks,E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
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Caldwell, James 


Cameron,Sir Charles(Glasgow) 


Cameron, Robert (Darham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Courtney, Rt.Hn. Leonard H. 


Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davitt, Michael 

Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. H. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Gray, .Ernest (West Ham) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn.Sir William 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thos. Cnas. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holden, Sir Angus 


The next Amendment stood in 
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Holland, Wm. H. (York, W. R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


| Jacoby, James Alfred 


Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez Ed. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHn SirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Laborchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson,Sir Wilfrid(Cumb’l’nd 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, Jobn William 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macaleese, Daniel 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 


M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred 

Maden, John Henry 

Mappin, Sir Fredk. Thorpe 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W.(Yorks,) 
Melville Beresford Valentine 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel 
Morgan, J. Lloyd ‘Cameutln 
Morgan, W. Pritch’rd( Merthyr 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, Ed. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 


the 


| ‘TELLERS 
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Oldroyd, Mark 

Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, Geo. Wm. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(LanesSW) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J.(Durham, S. E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt.J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas,A bel (Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, Geo. (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvel] (Notts) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 

Woods, Samuel 


Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Lionel Holland and Sir 
John Stirling- Maxwell 


ing the amount out of the Local Taxation 
the 


hon. 





name of Mr. J. H. Roperts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.), and was as follows :— 


Clause 1, page 1, line 10, to leave out from 
“revenue” to end of clause. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I would ask, be- 
fore the hon. Member moves his Amend- 
ment, out of what account he proposes 
that the money should be paid if not out 
of the Local Taxation Account, because if 
it is paid out of any other account it will 
require a Resolution to be moved. 


Mr. J. H. ROBERTS: Would it not 
be in order for me to move it as it stands, 
and leave the Government at a later stage 
to propose the method ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The proposal of | 


Government is to amend the Bill by pay- 


Account ; Member, by his 
Amendment, negatives that, and suggests 
something else. ; 


Mr. J. H. ROBERTS: Then I propose 
that it should be paid out of the Estate 
Duties. 


THE CHAIRMAN : That, would require 


a preliminary resolution. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Upon a 
point of order, is not the hon. Gentleman 
quite in order in saying that it should be 
paid out of that part of the Estate Duties 
not set aside for the purposes of the 
Local Taxation Account ; that would not 

| require a Resolution. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: It would require a 


resolution. 
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Mr. WARNER: The Amendment we may contemplate the possibility of the 


which I have down is to prevent an injus- 
tice which would be done in years when the 
contribution from the Exchequer falls 
below the present year, in which there is 
a surplus, and to guard against the fund 
which is now set aside for other purposes 
being encroached upon. The Minister 
for Agriculture tells us that no injury will 
be done to the ratepayers by this Bill, 
because the money will be taken from the 
surplus of the Local Taxation Account. 
But it is quite possible that that fund may 
fall, in bad times, below the amount at 
which it stands this year, and the object 
of my Amendment is to guard against 
money now devoted to technical education 
and other purposes being taken for the 
relief of the clergy. 


Amendment proposed, 

“In page 1, line 11, after the word ‘ account, 
to insert the words, ‘in excess of such sum paid 
by them to Local Taxation Account in 1898.’ 
—(Mr. Courtenay Warner.) 


Question proposed, ‘That these words 
be there inserted.’ 


Mr. LONG: The hon. Member has not 
attempted to address himself to the effect 
of his proposition if it were carried out. 
As a matter of fact, this money which is 
taken out of the Estate Duty would not 
affect the expenditure he refers to; but, 
if it did, he does not tell us how the 
money is to be provided if his Amend- 
ment was carried and there was no 
surplus. The Government have not justi- 
fied their proposal on the ground that 
there isa surplus. What we say is that 
the existence of a surplus makes it far less 
risky and less burdensome, and while the 
fund shows a steady increase, taking the 
average of the vears since it was created, 


fund not continuing to grow, or even fail- 
ing in certain circumstances. We cannot, 
therefore, accept the Amendment. 


*Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomery): The Amendment seems to me 
to be a serious and important one, and it 
ought not to be lightly dismissed. The 
right hon. Gentleman harps upon the old 
fallacy that there is a surplus. There is 
no surplus at all. In the English counties 
the Exchequer contribution which is ap- 
plied to technical instruction is only paid 
over from year to year, and it is quite 
possible that if the general county fund 
fell short there would be a strong tempta- 
tion to make good the deficiency out of 
the technical education funds. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I do not think the 
Minister of Agriculture was quite just to 
my hon. friend behind me, because it appears 
to me that he stated his cbject with his 
usual lucidity. There is a great blot on 
this Bill, which must be removed, and the 
suggestion of my hon. friend is that if 
there is an amount of money remaining 
after the technical education charge has 
been paid, then, and only then, the charge 
for the remission of these rates should be 
met. That is a reasonable proposal. It 
is most undesirable, if the clergy is to be 
relieved of half their rates, that it should 
be done out of money now being expended 
by county councils for technical eduea- 
tion. 

Mr. BALFour rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
he now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 270; 
Noes, 148. (Division List, No. 245.) 


AYES. 


Aird, Jon 


Barton, Dunbar Plunket 


Boulnois, Edmund 





Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
dailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A..J.(Manchr 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Bad bury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Sartley, George C. T. 


Beach, Rt.Hn.Sir M H.(Brist. 
Seach, W. W. Bramston( Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
sentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
foseawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Midd’sex 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Butcher, Jolin George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(GI’sg’w 
Carlile William Walter 
Carson, Kt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh’e 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
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Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clark, Sir Edward (Plymouth 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Ed. H. Athole ~ 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, Irwin E. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, ¢ ‘harles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalbiac, Col. Philiph Hugh 
Dalkeith, * of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson- Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. ea 
Douglas-P: ennant, Hon. E. § 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geottrey 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzgerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, W. Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H (Cityof Lond 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. Frederiek 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnGJ. (StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Green, W. Raymond- (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gunter, Colonel 
Hall, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. LordGeorge 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
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Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Tuomas Leigh 

Helder, Augustus 

Hill, E. E. 8S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hn. L. R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir Wm. al 
Houlusworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W. Grice- 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnson, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jollitte, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 


Kenyon, James 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut. -(eneral 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir Thomas ( Londonderry 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw.H 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn- (Swans. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. oe a 
Lopes. Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttleton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
Maleolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milw ard, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray,Rt. Hn. A.G. ~— 
Murray, Chas. J. Coventry) 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | 


Myers, William’ Henry 
Nicol, Donal | Ninian 
_ Northcote, Hn. Sir H. Stafford 
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O’Neill, Hn. Robert Torrens 


| Pender, Sir James 
| Pierpoint, Robert 


Pilkington, R. (Lanes Newton 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
tentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T.( Hartlepool} 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
{obinson, Brooke 
Round. re 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Kyder, Joan Ficsbeee Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seeley, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,Wm. (Derbyshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smits, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxford Uni. 
Thorburn, Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 
Valentia, Viscount 
Ward, Hon. Robert " « rewe) 
W elby, Lieut.-Col. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. ‘ Loy 
W hitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams. Jsph. Powell-(Birm. 
Willox, Sir ite Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, ¢ ae 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Wyvil, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert creer 


Young, ¢ ‘ommander( Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr Anstruther 
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Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) | 
._Baker, Sir John 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

‘Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

‘Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
‘Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G. B.(Caithness-sh. ) 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
‘Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
‘Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
‘Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davitt, Michael 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dillon, John 

‘Donelan, Captain A, 

Doogan, P. ©. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Evans, Sir Francis H. (So’ton) 
Fenwick, Charles 

ferguson, R. C. Monro (Leith 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 


| 


Question put accordingly, 


words be there inserted.” 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt Hon. H. B, 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Baker, Sir John 
Barlow, John Emmott 
3ayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | 
Billsoo, Alfred 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broaihurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney James 
Caldwell, James 


{COMMONS} 

NOES. 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holden, Sir Angus 
Holland,Wm. H. (York, W.R. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez Ed. 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David Brynmor (S’nsea 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttlew’th.Rt.Hn.SirU. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cumb land 
Leng, Sir John 
Leuty, Thomas Riehmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 
Maddison, Fred. 
Maden, John Henry 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. J.W.( Yorks. ) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


Morgan, W. Pritchard(Merthyr 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


‘That those 
Noes, 271. 


AYES. 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crilly, Daniel 
Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davitt, Michael 
Dewar, Arthur 
Dillon, John 
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Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Uldroyd, Mark 


| Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 


Palmer,Ge orge Wm. (Reading) 
Pease, Joseph A (Northumb,) 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG. A. (LanesS.W 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 


Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 


| Rickett, J. Compton 


toberts, John H. (Denbigh) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sinclair. Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Smith Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Dona] (Westmeath) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, ThomasCourtenay T. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 


| Whiteley, George (Stockport) 


Whittaker, Thos. Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
M‘Arthur. 


The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 147; 
(Division List, No, 246.) 


Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M, (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R.C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, SirWilliam Brampton 


| Haldane, Richard Burdon 





Aird, 
Allin 
Arch 
Atki 
Bago 
Baile 
Baill: 
Baird 
Balea 
Baldy 
Balfo 
Balfo 
Banb 
Barne 
Barry 
Barth 
Barto 
Beack 
Beach 
Becke 
Begg, 
Bemre 
Bentin 
Berest 
Bethe. 
Bhow: 
Bigwo 
Bill, C 
Blund 
Bond, 
Bonso: 
Boseay 
Boulnc 
Bowle: 
Bowle: 
Brasse 
Brodri 
Brook! 
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Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William | 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- | 
Hazell, Walter | 
Hedderwick, ThomasCharlesH 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. | 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holden, Sir Angus | 
Holland, Wm. H.(York,W.R.) | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez Ed. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor (Swans. 
Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHn.SirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sur John G. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cumb'’nd | 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Logan, John William 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

MacAleese, Daniel 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 


Aird, John 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, James E. B. (Inverness) 
jaird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Brist’! 
Beach, W. W. Bramston(Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bege, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, Capt.H. F.(Middles’x 
Bowles, T. Gibs’n(King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
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M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

a Sir Frederick Thorpe 


Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 

Montagu, Sir S.(Whitechapel) 
Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 


| Morgan, W. Pritchard (Merth.) 


Morley, C. (Breconshire) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. C. William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O’Brien, J. F. X. (Cork) 


O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 


| Oldroyd, Mark 


Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, G. Wm. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
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Richardson, J. (Durham, S. E.) 


| Rickett, J. Compton 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 


| Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 


lor, Rt. Hn. J.W. (Yorks.) | 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


| Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
| Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 


Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Wallace, Robert 


| Wedderburn, Sir William 


Weir, James Galloway 


| Whiteley, George (Stockport) 


Pilkington,SirG. A.(Lanes,S W | 
| Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Price, Robert John 


Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James 


NOES. 


Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(GI’sg’w 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysk 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberiain, Rt.Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, Sir Edward (Plym’th) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Har.y 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cotten-Jodrell, Col. Ed. T. D. 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
i | Gibbons, J. Lloyd 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton | 


Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 


Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh | 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 


| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Z 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts.) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 

Woods, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Courtenay Warner and 
Mr. Samuel Evans. 


| Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 


Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Doxtord, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir W. Hart 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Man.) 
Finlay, Sir Rebert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Sutfolk) 
Gedge, Sydney 


Gibbs,Hn.A.G.H.(CityofLon.) 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.St.Geo's) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham ) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 
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Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hall, Kt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Helder, Augustus 

Hill, Sir E. S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hon. L. R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 


| 


{COMMONS} 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macsttney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


| M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) | 


| Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Malcolm, Ian 


Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


| Millbank,SirPowlettChas.Jn. 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


| Milwara, Colonel Victor 


Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
| More,Robt.Jasper (Shropshire 


Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Jackson,Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 

~ pecrsacalg, £ Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James rv 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grani (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns ) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 


Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants. | 


Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, Arthr. H. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H.Stafford 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
Pender, Sir James 
Pierpoint, Robert 


_ Pilkington, R.(Lanes Newton) | 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley,SirW.Overend(Edin 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tichardson,SirThos.(Hartlep’] 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 


| Round, James 


Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
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Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 


| Seoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


Seely, Charles Hilton 


| Seton-Karr, Henry 


Sharpe, William Edward TT. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbyshire) 


| Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 


| Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 


Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


| Stock, James Henry 


Strauss, Arthur 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot,Rt. HnJ.G.(Ox’fdUniv, 
Thornburn, Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 


| Valentia, Viscount 


Ward, Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 


| Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,JosephPoweil-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 

Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. R.( Bath) 


| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quinn, MajorW.H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


It being after half-past Five of the | 
clock, the Chairman proceeded to in- 
terrupt the Business. 


Whereupon Mr. BALrour rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question ‘That Clause 1 stand part of 





the Bill’ be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question 
‘That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill’ be 
now put,’ 


_The Committee divided :—Ayes, 266; 
Noes, 151. (Division List, No. 247.) 


AYES. 


Aird, John 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 


Baillie, James E. L. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, I'rederic Gorell 








Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 





Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W. (Leeds) 





| Barry,Sir Francis 'T.( Windsor) 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
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Seach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol) | Fison, Frederick William 


Beach, W. W. Bramston(Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Beg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
jonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Butcher, John George 


Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(G?sg?w 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derby.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clark, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cotton-Jodrel], Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Right Hon. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 5. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 


~— 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 


| Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 

| Flower, Ernest 

| Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 

| Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 

; Galloway, William Johnson 

| Gedge, Sydney 

| Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

| Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (City of Lon. 

| Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
| Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J. (St. Ge’g’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 

| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry | 


Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
| Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
| Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gunter, Colonel 
| Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
| Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
| Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
| Hanson, Sir Reginald 
| Hardy, Laurence 
| Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Helder, Augustus 
| Hill,SirEdward Stock(Bristol) 
| Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampst’d 
| Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
| Hobhouse, Henry 
| Holland, Hon. Lionel R.(Bow) 
| Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
| Howard, Joseph 
Howell, William Tudor 
| Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
| Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
| Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 


| FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- | 





Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 


Jollitfe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 
Kennaway, 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir Thomas(Londonderry 
| Lecky, Rt. Hon. WilliamE. H. 
| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
, Leighton, Stanley 
| Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
| Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
| Long, Rt. H. W. (Liverpoo!) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 


Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. | 


(Ltates) Bill, 654 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L.(Edinburgh, W.) 
Malcolm, Ian. 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. I’.(Monm’thshire) 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 

Mount, William George 

Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 

Myers, William Henry 

Northcote,Hon.Sir H. Stafford 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pender, Sir James 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,R.(Lanes., Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson,Sir T. (Hartlepool) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir Matthew W 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
tyder, vohn Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. T. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh 


| Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, J. Parker (Lanarksh. ) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Hn. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 


| Straus, Arthur 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
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Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf. Univ. 
Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 

Valentia, Viscount 
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Abraham, William (Rhondd: 2) | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Asquith, Rt.Hon. Herb. Henry | 
| Harwood, George 


Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Baker, Sir John 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir _ Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thom: is Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
“ auston, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G. B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. Leonard H. 
Crilly, Daniel 
Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davitt, Michael 
Dewar, Arthur 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Doug: is, Charles M. 
Duckworth, James 
Dunn, Sir William 
Evans,SamuelT. (Glamorgan) 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, Rt. ( ‘’.Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co ) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 
Gourley, Sir Edw. 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 


(Lanark) 


Temperley 


Question putaccordingly, “ThatClause 1 


stand part of the Bill.” 


Aird, John 
Archdale, nigh Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jolin 


{COMMONS} 


| Ward, Hn. Robert A. (Crewe) 


| Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John iloya 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 

| Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 

| Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


‘ Wylie, Alexander 


AYES. 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harrington, Timothy 


Hayne, Rt. Hn.Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
| Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 


Hogan, James Francis 


| Holden, Sir Angus 

| Holland,Wm.H.(York,W.R.) 
| Horniman, Frederick John 

| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
| Hutton, 


Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson- Ferguson, Jabez Ed. 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-ShuttleworthRtHnsSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lybouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Langley , Batty” 
Laws son, "Sir W. 
Leng, Sir John 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
MacAleese, Daniel 
M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 
Mappin, Sir F rederick Thorpe 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. J.W. (Yorks) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morgan, W. Pritchard(Merthyr 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 

Morton, Edw. J.C. (Devonport) 

Moulton, John Fletcher 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


(Cumberland) 


Noes, 151. 


AYES. 


Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 


(Rates) Bill. 


Wyndham, George 
Wyndhbam-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, r ‘ommande sr (Berks, E. 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE Ayrs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, — X. (Cork) 
O'Connor, J. ag ic klow, W.) 
Oldroyd, ML: urk 
Paimer,SirCharlesM.( Durham 
Palmer, George Win (Reading) 
Paulton, og Mellor 
Pease, Joseph A A. (Northumb,) 
Pickard, “scr beat 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG. A(Lanes.S.W 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Provand, Andrew Drylurgh 
Reckitt, H: _ L James 
Richardson, « . (Durham, S.E. 
Rickett, J. C Those 

Roberts, John H. (Denhighs.) 

fobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockon-on-Tees) 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfars.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer. ‘Albert 


Ste adman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis §. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen. E, 
Thomas, Alf (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, J: _— Galloway 

W hite ley, George (Stockport) 
Whitt ker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John’ (Durh: am, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 259; 
(Division List, No. 248.) 


Baird, John George Alexander 


| Bale ‘arres, Lord 


3aldwin, Alfred 
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Bal 
sal 
Bar 
Bar 
Bar 
Bar 
Bar 
3atl 
Bea 
Bea 
Bee 
Beg 
Ben 
Ben 
Bere 
Jet 
Bho 
310 
Bill, 
Blur 
Bon: 
Bosc 
Bou 
Bow 
Bow 
Bras 
Bro 
Brow 
Bute 
Cam 
Carl 
Cars 
Cave 
Cave 
Cayz 
Cecil 
Cecil 
Chal 
Char 
Chai 
Chay 
Chel 
Clare 
Clar] 
Coch 
Codd 
Cogh 
Cohe 
Colst 
Com) 
Cotte 
Cox, 
Cran 
Crip} 
Cross 
Crud 
Cubit 
Cura 
Dalbi 
Dalk 
Dalry 
Davie 
Denn 
Dicks 
Digb: 
Disra 
Dixor 
Dorir 
Doug 
Doug 
Doug 
Doxtc 
Drage 
Druel 
Dune 


k) 
.) 
Mun 
in) 


nb.) 


.W 


rh 
S.E. 


rhs.) 
dee) 
ees) 
ord) 
ATS. ) 


port) 
1er 

Notts 
Hull) 
WR. 
Mid) 


East) 


)ES— 


> and 


ander 
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Balfour,Rt Hn A. J. (Manch’r) | 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

Barry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. '’. 

Barton, Dunbar Pluuket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
seach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach, W. W. Bramston (Hants | 
Beckett, Ernest William 

Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
sigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Joulnois, Edmund 
sowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J.A. (Glasg. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R.F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Right Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh | 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chathm) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph | 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon | 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E.S. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 


{12 Juty 1899} 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 


Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond 


Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godston, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Gosehen, Rt. Hn.G..J.(St.Geo’.) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. R.- (Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hall, Right Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Helder, Augustus 

Hill, Sir E. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howard, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 
Kennaway, ht. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, James 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William | 


Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 


Lea, Sir Thomas(Londonderry | 


Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. Edw. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn-(Sw’ns 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 


(Rates) Bill, 


Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, Jolin Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M ‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edin. W.) 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Laneashire) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hn. J. Seott (Hants) 
More, Rbt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, Hn. Fd. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray,Rt. H. A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Northeote, Hn. Sir H. Stafford 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pender, Sir James 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, R. (Lanes, Newton 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin. ) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
tentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’]) 
tidley, Rt. Hn. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
tyder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seeley, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, J. Parker (Lanarksh.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Hn. Artimr(Osmskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley,SirHenryM. (Lambeth 
Stanley, Lord (Lane..) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Non. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
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Sutherland, Sir Thomas 


Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Uni. 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm, Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 

Valentia, Viscount 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hon. Herb. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Baker, Sir John 
sar low, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
sroadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir —? Tomlinson 
ye Rt. Hon. James 
Buch: anan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
“ ameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
- auston, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
( ‘hanning, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh. 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 


‘ourtney,Rt. Hon. Leonard H. | 


Crilly, Daniel 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(¢ 
Davitt, Michael 
Dewar, Arthur 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckw orth, James 
Dunn, Sir W illis um 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 
Gourley, Sir E. 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


‘ardigan 


Temperley 


Whereupon the 


Committee report 
again To-morrow, 


| Williams, Colonel R. 
| Williams,Jos’phPowell-(Birm. 


{COMMONS} 


Ward,Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 
W elby, Lieut.-Col. A. ra E. | 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd | 
(Dorset) | 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 


| Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath | 


Chairman 
Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Progress; to. sit 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 


NOES. 


Gurdon, Sir Win. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hareourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayue, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holden, Sir Angus 

Holland, W. H. (York, W.R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys- Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, — E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, J. E. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) | 
Jones, W. ee 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir John G. S. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 
MacAleese, Daniel 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred 

Maden, John Henry 

Mappin, Sir Fredk. Thorpe 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. J.W. (Yorks) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel | 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarth’n | 
Morgan, W. Pritchard(Merth’r 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 
Morton, Edw. J.C sv theatamiall 
Moulton, John Fletcher 


left the, 
| Speaker 
| Question put. 


It being after 
adjourned the House without 
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Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, M: ujor W. H, 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, ‘Commander r (Berks, E. 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Palmer, —_ Wm. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(Lanes,SW 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Drybureh 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S$.E. 
Rickett, J. Compton 

toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts.) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


Six of the clock, Mr. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 


Six of the clock 
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Royal Assent. {13 Juty 1899} 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 13th July 1899. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


COMMISSION, 





The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent : 


=! 


VOL. LXXIV. 





. Local 
. Local 
. Local 
. Local 
e Lecal 
. Local 


2. Local 


3. Local 


. Fine or Imprisonment (Scotland 


and Ireland). 


2. Reformatory Schools Amendment. 
. Education of Children. 

. London Government. 

. Local 


Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 2). 
Government 
Orders (No. 3). 
Government 
Orders (No. 5). 
Government 
Orders (No. 7). 
Government 
Orders (No. 8). 
Government 
Orders (No. 11). 
Government 
Orders (Gas). 
Government 
Order (Housing of 
Classes). 
Government 
Orders (Poor Law). 


Provisional 
Provisional 
Provisional 
Provisional 
Provisional 
Provisional 


Provisional 


Working 


Provisional 


. Housing of the Working Classes 


Provisional Order  (Borrow- 
stounness). 

. Electric Lighting Provisional 
Order (No. 3). 

. Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 5). 

. Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 6). 

. Electric Lighting — Provisiona 
Orders (No. 7). 

. Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 8). 

. Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 9). 

. Electrie Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 16). 

22. Electric Lighting Provisional 

Order (No. 18). 

. Electric Lighting Provisional 


Orders (No. 19). 


. Education Department Provisional 


Order Confirmation (Liverpool). | 
[FourTH SERIES. } 


25, 


26. 


Royal Assent. 662 


Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 1). 

Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (No. 1). 


. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 


visional Orders (No. 2). 


28. Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 3). 

29. Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (Housing of the 
Working Classes) (No. 2). 

30. Military Lands Provisional Order. 

31. London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway (Pensions). 

32. Friends’ Provident Institution. 

33. Skipton Urban District Gas. 

34. Mid Kent Gas. 

35. Wishaw Water. 

36. Shotley Bridge and Consett Dis- 
trict Gas. 

37. Aberdeen Corporation. 

38. Cardiff Railway. 

39. Rhondda Urban District Council. 

40. Hastings and St. Leonards Gas. 

41. Belfast and Northern Counties 
Railways. 

42. Colonial and Foreign Banks 
Guarantee Fund. 

3. Grosvenor Chapel (London). 

44. Hampstead Church (Emmanuel, 
West End). 

15. Brynmawr and Western Valleys 
Railway. 

46. Barton-on-Sea Water. 

47. Lanarkshire (Middle Ward Dis- 
trict) Water. 

48. Edinburgh Corporation. 

49. Wetherby District Water. 

50. Airdrie and Coatbridge Water. 

51. Gainsborough Urban District Coun- 


CO BO AI Sd Ot 


Or Ot Gr Ot Or Or 


61. 


62 


63. 
64. 


65. 


66 


cil (Gas). 


2. Wick and Pulteney Harbours. 
. Dundee Gas, Street Improvements, 


and Tramways. 


. Cork Corporation (Finance). 
. South-Eastern Railway. 
. Fishguard Water and Gas. 
; 
. Bury Corporation. 
. Bury Corporation Water. 
. Barry Railway. 
60. 


Kensington and Notting Hill Elee- 
tric Lighting. 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(New Railways). 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Various Powers). 

Cobham Gas. 

Stretford Gas. 

Central Electric Supply. 

Shirebrook and District Gas. 


2A 








663 Priva'e Bill Business. 


67. South Staffordshire 
Justice. 

68. West Middlesex Water. 

69. Church Stretton Water. 

70. St. Neot’s Water. 

71. St. James’s and Pall Mall Electric 
Light. 

72. Belfast Water. 

73. Great Central Railway. 

74. London, Chatham, and 
Railway. 

75. Scunthorpe Urban District Gas and 

Water. 

. Ionian Bank. 

. Inverness Harbour. 

. Nottingham Corporation. 

9. Taff Vale Railway. 

80. Transvaal Mortgage 
Finance Company. 

81. Great Yarmouth Pier. 

82. Lisburn Urban District Councils. 

83. Aire and Calder Navigation. 

84. Midland Railway. 

85. Jones’ Divorce. 

86. Yorke Estate. 


Stipendiary 


Dover 


Loan and 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with : 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

ORDER (No. 20). 
The same was ordered to lie on the 


Table. 
LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY (ADDITIONAL POWERS) BILL. 


Committee to meet To-morrow. 


BRISTOL GAS BILL [H4.1.]. 
Commons Amendments considered, and 
agreed to, with an Amendment ; and Bill 
returned to the Commons. 


WARRINGTON CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L.]. 

The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- 
formed the House that the opposition to 
the Bill was withdrawn. The Order made 
on Tuesday last discharged, and Bill com- 
mitted. 


{LORDS} 
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LEEDS CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
| with Amendments. 
DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 
A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 


MILLWALL DOCK BILL. 
Reported without Amendment. 
} LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
Reported with Amendments, and com- 
/mitted to a Committee of the whole 
House on Tuesday next. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL, 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION (GENE- 
RAL POWERS) BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL, 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL. 


The Queen’s consent signified ; and 


Bills reported with Amendments. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 

That the Committee had not proceeded 

with the consideration of the Bill, the 


opposition having been withdrawn ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table: The 


Orders made on the 27th of June and the 
4th of July discharged ; and Bill com- 


mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 
LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND EP. 


PING FOREST RAILWAY (No. 2) BILL. 
Moved that the Order made on the 9th 
day of March last, “That no Private Bill 
brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Tuesday 
the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be read 2; 
agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and 
committed. 
LEITH HARBOUR AND DOCKS BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


ALL SAINTS’ CHURCH 
BILL [H.1.]. 
MARINE PALACE 

PIER BILL [1.1.]. 

GRIMSBY STREET 

WAYS BILL [H.L.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 

with Amendments. 


(CARDIFF) 
BRIGHTON AND 


GREAT TRAM- 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 
Read 3 (according to Order), and 

passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Tuesday 
next. 
LOCAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 


LOCAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL 


House in Committee (according to 


Order); Bills reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3¢ on Tuesday next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


AFRICA, No. 6 (1899). 


Report by the 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 


{13 JuLy 1899} 


| 
| 


| 
| 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
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IV. Light railways from Colwyn Bay 
to Llandudno, in the Counties 
of Denbigh and Carnarvon. 


SEA FISHERIES ACT; 1868. 
Orders for fishery grants, 1898-99: 
Report of the Board of Trade, under 
Part IIT. of the Act. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 





PETITIONS. 


OF CORRUPTION 
(H.L. ]. 


Petition in favour of ; of the Religious 


PREVENTION BILL 


Society of Friends ; read, and ordered to 


lie on the Table. 
VIVISECTION. 
Petition for suppression of the practice 


'of: of a Meeting in Bayswater; read, 
| and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Mombasa - Victoria | 


(Uganda) Railway Committee on the | 
progress of the works, 1898-99 (with a, 


map). 
SIERRA LEONE. 

Report by Her Majesty’s Commissioner, 
and correspondence on the subject of the 
insurrection in the Sierra Leone Protecto- 
rate, 1898. Part II. Evidence and docu- 
ments. 

TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 2315. Venezuela. 

No. 2316. Turkey (Baghdad) and Bus- 
sorah). 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 

LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Orders made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction of— 

I. A light railway in the County of 


Kssex, between Corringham, 
Thames Haven, and Kynoch- 
town. 


II. Light railways in the County of 
Lancaster, in the parishes of 
Barton-upon-Irwell and Stret- 
ford. 

IIL. A light railway between Axminster, 
in the County of Devon, and 


Lyme Regis, in the County of | 
|I shall submit to your Lordships when 


Dorset. 


| be printed as amended. 


POOR LAW ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 
[H.L.] 

Reported from the Standing Committee 
with Amendments ; the Report thereof to 
be received on Tuesday next ; and Bill to 
No. 164.) 

AND OPEN SPACES BILL 
[H.L]. 

Reported from the Standing Committee 

with further Amendments ; the Report of 


COMMONS 


ithe Amendments made in Committee of 


the Whole House and by the Standing 
Committee to be received To-morrow ; 


and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 
165.) 
MARRIAGES VALIDITY (No. 2) BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
without Amendment, and to be read 34 
To-morrow. 


| SEATS FOR SHOP ASSISTANTS (ENG- 


LAND AND IRELAND) BILL. 


Order of the Day for the House to be 
put into Committee, read. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: My Lords, I 
rise to move that. it be an Instruction to 
the Committee that they have power to 
extend the scope of the Bill to Scotland. 
I think it will be convenient that I should 


/explain, at the time of moving the In- 
‘struction, the general reasons why I 
‘intend to move the Amendments stand- 


ing in my name on the Paper, and which 


2A2 
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the House is in Committee. I feel cer- 
tain, from what he said in the course of 
his speech, that my Instruction will have 
the sympathy of the noble Duke who 


moved and carried the Second Reading of | 


this Bill the other night. It will be 
within vour Lordships’ recollection that 


en the 4th of May a similar Bill, applying | 


to Scotland only, was lost in this House. 
The noble Lord who moved the rejection 
of this Bill on Tuesday (Lord Shand) also 


moved the rejection of the Bill applying | 


enly to Scotland, and he did so on the 
ground that England and Ireland were 
excluded from it. That was also the 


ground of objection taken by the noble | 


Marquess at the head of the Government. 
I hope the Amendments I shall move 
presently will contrive a double debt to 
pay. They will, I believe, relieve this 
Bill of any possible imputation of having 
been introduced with a view to excep- 
tional treatment for England and Ireland 
to the exclusion of Scotland, and, at the 


same time, will admit Scotland to the | 


advantages which we conceive will follow 
the passage of this Bill. 
my name. 

Moved— 


‘* That it be an Instruction to the Committee 
that they have power to extend the scope of 


the Bill to Scotland.” —(Zhe Lord Libblesdale.) | 
THE EARL or WEMYSS: My Lords, | 


the Instruction which has been moved by 
the noble Lord is to include Scotland 
within the scope of this Bill, and, as has 
been stated, your Lordships have already 


ananimously rejected, without a Division, | 


a Bill of this kind applying to Scotland. 
My noble friend said the reason why the 
noble Marquess at the head of the Govern- 
ment, and the noble and learned Lord 
{Lord Shand) opposed the former Bill 
was, that Scotland was being treated 
in an exceptional manner, and he implied 
that that was really the only ground of 


argument against the Scotch Bill. That 
was only part of the argument. I think 


a strong part of the noble Marquess’s 
argument was that this legislation, if 
sanctioned, would eventually find its way 
into your Lordships’ houses, and that ycu 
would have inspectors looking after your 
fiousemaids. We have many Scotch Peers 


in this House, and I think it is very | 


strange that no Scotch Peer should have 

moved this Instruction, which strictly 

affects Scotland, but that it should have 
Lord Ribblesdale. 


{LORDS} 


Therefore, I beg | 
to move the Instruction which stands in | 
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| been left toa humanitarian Yorkshireman 
' to come to the protection of the maids in 
Scotland. Your Lordships, no doubt, 
have excellent reasons for the course you 
have taken with.reference to this kind of 
legislation. Whether it comes in one 
form or another, the principle is the same. 
You kicked it out, almost without a word, 
and without a Division, in a pretty full 
House five weeks ago, but now, when it 
comes up in a more concrete form, affect- 
ing England and Ireland only, you agree 
to it by a majority of three to one, with 
two of the right rev. Prelates at your back 
supporting it. As one of the right rey, 
Prelates is a Scotchman, I should have 
expected something very different from 
him. I would ask your Lordships to con- 
sider whether inconsistent legislation such 
as this will in any way tend to raise the 
character of your Lordships’ House as a 
deliberative body on whom the country 
jcan rely. I leave it to the consciences of 
noble Lords to answer that question. I 
merely wish to enter my protest, in the 
_ strongest possible terms, against this Bill, 
and I hope your Lordships will believe 
that, notwithstanding my opposition to 
the Bill, I have as much compassion for 
those who suffer as any of the noble Lords 
| who appear to think they have a monopoly 
‘of humanity because they go in for this 
sort of legislation. I protest against this 
3ill, because I regard it as peddling, 
hysterical, humanitarian, vote-catching 
legislation, for which this great Mother of 
| Parliaments was never intended nor 
devised, and which is calculated to make 
| Parliamentarians of the past turn in their 
| graves. 
Lorp NORTON : My Lords, before we 
should be asked to include Scotland with- 
in the scope of this Bill, I think we should 
have some further information as to its 
provisions, Inspectors are alluded to in 
the Bill, but there is no provision for the 
inspectorate nor for its cost. Supposing 
there are only some 500,000 shops in the 
United Kingdom to be inspected by these 
inspectors, their appointment must mean 
a large increase in the number of civil 
servants. It may be that when the 
| number and the cost of the inspectors to 
be appointed is ascertained, Scotland may 
not agree with the noble Lord who 
moved this Instruction that it would be 
an advantage to be included in this Bill, 
/but might regard this as a Bill to be 
avoided. I therefore think we should 
have some information as to the cost of 
‘ 
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these inspectors, and how they are to be | a bulky volume to which he referred, he 
employed, before we are called upon to! will see that there are allusions in it 
extend the provisions of the Bill to strongly advocating the provision for 
Scotland. | counter seats for shop assistants. I hold 

*THe DUKEOF WESTMINSTER: The | i my hand a semi-official report made by 
question of the appointment of these | 0° of the lady Commissioners to whom 
inspectors was gone into in the other the noble Marquess referred in terms of 
House, and the last clause of the Bill | J"st appreciation. I refer to Miss Irwin, 
provides that it shall be read and con-| who, in numerous instances, alludes te 
strued as one with the Shop Hours Acts, | the importance of the provision of seats. 
1892 to 1895. I am informed that the Under the heading Provision for Health 
same inspectors who are appointed under | and Comfort,” she says : 
those Acts will look after the provision of | «The provision of some form of seats ir 
seats under this Act, if passed, and that shops should be compulsory.” 
there will consequently be no additional | 2 wes 
expense thrown upon the country. | As to the feeling in Scotland, I venture 
to predict that public opinion generally is 

THe Duke or ABERCORN: The. prepared for this measure. I cannot help 
noble Earl on the Cross Benches (the | thinking that it was more or less an 
Earl of Wemyss) has appealed to Scotch | accident that the Seats for Shop Assistants 
Peers with regard to this Instruction. I (Scotland) Bill did not pass on the former 
have the honour to be a Scotch Peer, and occasion. Therefore I, for one, weleome 
I would appeal to the House to accede to the present opportunity of including 
the motion of the noble Lord opposite. | Scotland in this Bill, and I certainly hope 
I regard this as a measure which will | the Instruction will be carried. 
prove beneficial to womankind, and I do | 
not see why those benefits should not be! Eart COWPER: I, my lords, am alse 
extended to Scotland. |a Scotch Peer, and I am very proud of 

Tue Eart or ABERDEEN: Mry| that fact. Scotchmen in general are 
Lords, I had intended moving an Instrue- | Supposed by some Englishmen not to be 
tion in the direction of that moved by the very fond of spending their money, but I 
noble Lord (Lord Ribblesdale), but he | think it is a very great slur upon that 
has forestalled me. Seeing that the country to suggest that they would object 
noble Lord was already in the field, I did | to being included in this Bill merely on 
not burden the Notice Paper with an | account of the expense which would be 
Amendment in this direction, but I hope | incurred in appointing the RCCeEy 
your Lordships will not be under any | inspectors. I am sure no one in Scotland 
sense of misgiving as to the reception Would for one moment give any considera- 
which this Instruction, if adopted, will | tion to that matter. A doubt has been 
meet with in Scotland. This is not a| expressed as to whether there is any 
question which has been sprung upon the , Strong feeling in the | country on _this 
country, or upon Parliament, in an un-} Subject. The noble Earl on the Cross 
expected way ; the movement has heen | Benches (the Earl of Wemyss) has 
going on, I may say, for the past | accused us of having voted for the sake 
twenty years. It came under my | 0f election purposes. I do not think this 
notice twenty years ago in connec- | House would do anything of the kind, 
tion with a pamphlet written by | but, if we are likely to catch any votes by 
Dr. Ediss, who in forcible language | it, it looks as if the country were in favour 
drew attention to the health aspect of the | of the Bill. In my opinion, the House of 
question. It has also been frequently | Lords will stand in even a better position 
alluded to in Scotland. The noble | With the country than it does now, which 
Marquess at the head of the Government, | 18 saying a good deal, if it passes this 
in his speech on the Second Reading of | Bill. 
is Bil, state cay some of cho Tay | Tie Rant, oF LAUDERDALE: I am 
Labour Commission spoke as if the i a cad So oe hot cm . 
question of providing seats for shop | +? me wae. sreege sd oe a 
assistants was an altogether subordinate | ee 

gp nienass gg: Rees oh ave | the noble Lord opposite has my thorough 
and apparently immaterial matter. anil cotinn eames 
think, if the noble Marquess would look | — 
again into what he properly described as = On Question, agreed to. 
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itself into Committee, agreed to. 

House in Committee accordingly. 

Clause 1 :— 

*THE DUKE OF WESTMINSTER: It 
has been represented to me that under 
this clause too much power is given to 
inspectors with regard to the provision of 
seats. Under the clause as it stands, 
inspectors would be able to say to the 
shopkeeper, “ You must put a chair here,” 
or, * You must puta chair there.” We 
think it better to leave the Bill more 
elastic in this respect. The Bill says that 
the employer shall provide seats behind 
the counter and in the show-rooms, or in 
such other place as an inspector under 
this Act may direct, for the use of the 
assistants employed by him. My Amend- 
ment proposes to leave out the words ‘as 
an inspector under this Act may direct,” 
and insert “as may be conveniently used 
by the female assistants.” 
ment has been suggested by the Drapers’ 
Chamber of Trade, and I hope your 
Lordships will adopt it. 


Amendment moved— 

“In line 10, to leave out from ‘place’ to 
‘for’ and insert ‘as may be conveniently used 
by the female assistants.’” — (Zhe Duke of 
Westminster. ) 

On Question, “That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
clause,” resolved in the negative. 


THE EARL oF WEMYSS: I would 
like to ask whether there are to be in- 
spectors under this Bill or not ? 

*THE DUKE oF WESTMINSTER: 
Yes. 

THE EARL OF WEMYSS: What are 
they to do? 

*THE DukEOF WESTMINSTER: They 
are to see that every shop in the United 
Kingdom has seats, either behind the 
counter or in the showrooms, or in some 
other convenient place, for the use of the 
female assistants. 


On Question, “ That the words proposed 
to be inserted stand part of the clause,” 
agreed to. 

*THE DUKE OF WESTMINSTER: The 
clause provides that the seats shall be in 
the proportion of not less than one seat 
to every two assistants employed in each 
room. I have an Amendment which 


provides that the proportion shall be not 


Earl Cowper, 


{LORDS} 


Moved, That the House do now resolve {less than one seat to every three assis- 


This Amend- , 











tants. 
Amendment moved— 


“In line 12, to leave out ‘two’ and insert 
‘three.’”—(The Duke of Westminster.) 


On Question, agreed to. 

Drafting Amendment agreed to. 

THE Eart oF CAMPERDOWN : The 
clause enacts that the employer shall pro- 
vide seats behind the counter “and” in 
the show-rooms. I presume the noble 
Duke means behind the counter “or” in 
the show-rooms, otherwise he will have a 
double set of seats. 

Tue Earu or MAYO: There are assist- 
ants both behind the counter and in the 
show-rooms. These are two different 
departments altogether. 

Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 2 :— 

THe Eart or WEMYSS: I should 
like to know from my noble friend 
whether, when there is not sufficient 
room between the counter and the wall for 
seats to be placed, the shopkeeper will 
have to take another shop. 

THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): The clause to 
which the noble Earl refers has been 
passed. 

THE Ear, or WEMYSS: Then I will 
raise the point on the Third Reading. 

Clause 2, agreed to. 


Clause 3 :-— 

Lorp RIBBLESDALE: I beg to move 
an Amendment to this clause consequen- 
tial upon the Instruction to include 
Scotland, and to which your Lordships 
have agreed. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 1, line 19, to leave out ‘ shall 
extend to England and Ireland only, and.’ ”— 
(Lord Ribblesdale.) 


*THE LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount 
Cross): After the decision of the House 
the other night with regard to England 
and Ireland, it is quite clear that Scotland 
must be inserted. 


On Question, “That the words pro- 
posed to be omitted stand part of the 
clause,” resolved in the negative. 


Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 4, amended and agreed to. 
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673 Kingstown Harbour. 


Bill re-committed to the Standing Com- | 
| men, 
| time. 


mittee, and to be printed as amended. 
No. 166.) 
shop Assistants Bill.”) 


QUESTIONS 





KINGSTOWN HARBOUR. 


*Lorp CLONBROCK : 
beg to ask whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 


ment are aware that the staff of the) 


harbour-master of Kingstown has been 
reduced by the Harbour Commissioners, 
in spite of his repeated representations, to 
such an extent as to render it quite in- 
adequate for the due discharge of his 
official duties; and, if so, whether they 
are satisfied as to the security to life and 
property afforded to vessels enteri ing and 
leaving that harbour, or using it either 
as a harbour of refuge or in the ordinary 
course of trade. The Harbour Commis- 
sioners of Kingstown are appointed by 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, and are 
empowered by statute to make bye-laws 
for the regulation of the harbour. The 
harbour-master is also appointed by the 
Lord Lieutenant, and has certain duties 
specified by Statute to perform, subject 
always to the regulations of the Harbour 
Commissioners. But in order to properly 
perform his duties it stands to reason that 
he must be supplied with an adequate 
staff. Of late years, owing to the 
acceleration of the mail _ service, 
the hours of duty of his staff have 
been considerably increased, for, as 
part of their duties consists in securing a 
fair way for the incoming and outgoing 
mail-boats, the men are practically 
engaged from about four o’clock in the 
morning till about nine o'clock in 
the evening. Before the last accelera- 
tion, the harbour - master’s _ staff 
consisted of six boatmen, and 
by working alternately long and 
short days he was able to have four men 
always on duty. But since the accelera- 
tion owing to the increased hours it 
became necessary to divide the men into 
two reliefs, leaving only three men on 
duty at a time. This number the present 
harbour-master, Captain Crofton, from his 
professional experience, deemed to be 
quite inadequate for the due discharge of 
his official duties, and accordingly he 


deemed it his duty to express this opinion | 


(Title altered to “Seats for 


{13 JuLy 1899} 


My Lords, I | 


‘the Treasury have 


| harbour-master of Kingstown. 
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been that his staff is now reduced to four 
leaving only two on duty at one 
At Holyhead, which is under the 
Marine Department of the Board of 
Trade, the harbour-master has six boat- 
men constantly on duty, although his 
duties are not so arduous as those of the 
He has 
no night work, nothing to do with the 
arrival and departure of the mail steamers, 
and Holyhead is not, like Kingstown, 
a yachting station. But Captain Crofton 
represented that if inadequate for ordi- 
nary duty, his staff, if so reduced, would 
be still more unable to cope with emer- 
gencies which might at any time arise. 
He pointed out that in heavy weather it 
would be necessary to put one of his men 
on board any vessel entering the harbour 
to take charge of her, and bring her up to 
her moorings. It does not require much 
knowledge of nautical matters to know 
that with only two men in a boat neither 
can leave her. He was then told that in 
case of emergency he might draw men 
from the engineers’ staff. This he showed 
to be impracticable, as landsmen in a 
boat in a heavy sea would be only in the 
way, and, moreover, as the working 


hours of the engineers’ staff were 
shorter than those of his, he might 
not be able to get the extra 
hands just when most wanted. Find- 


ing that the Harbour Commissioners, 
although a lay body without any nautical 
experience, were not disposed to listen to 
arguments founded on experience, he re- 
quested them to send the correspondence 
to the Lord Lieutenant. This they 
refused to do. He thereupon, thinking 
that, as he had been appointed by a former 
Lord Lieutenant, he was responsible to 
his Excellency, he addressed a communi- 
cation to the Lord Lieutenant himself, 
and was informed in reply that the Lord 
Lieutenant had been advised that he had 
no power to interfere with the regulations 
of the Harbour Commissioners. It appears 
also no power to 


interfere. Encouraged apparently by this 


| immunity from all. criticism, and resent- 


ing the fact that Captain Crofton could 
not concur in views which his professional 
experience forbade him to adopt, the 
Commissioners have assumed towards him 


/a most dictatorial and overbearing tone. 
| They have done their best to weaken his 


to the Harbour Commissioners, and asked | 


that his staff might be increased. Some | 


authority over his men, by sending officials 
down to give instructions without any 
reference to the harbour-master, and they 


correspondence ensued, and the result has ' have done everything in their power to 
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make his position an intolerable one. 
Among other acts of petty  perse- 
cution, they have lately curtailed 
his leave of absence on the ground 
that, taking his pay into account, he 
ranks as a third-class clerk. Captain 
Crofton is a retired captain in Her 
Majesty’s Navy, and has held his present 
appointment for twenty-two years. He 
was appointed by the Duke of Marl- 


Kingstown Harlour. 


borough, with instructions to co-operate | 


This | 


in every way with the authorities. 
he has done, and no complaint has been 
made against him. He is a man of most 
punctual and regular habits, and has 
always been most zealous in the discharge 
of his duties. I have brought this matter 


forward, not only in the interest 
of Captain Crofton, who is a 
near relative of mine, but _ also 


on publie grounds. It appears to me to 


be a perilous state of things that the’ 


harbour should be left under the control 
of a-board of laymen, who refuse to listen 
to the representations of an experienced 
naval officer. J cannot think that Her 
Majesty’s Government can approve of 
this, and I feel sure that the owners of 
vessels frequenting this port would be 
most apprehensive as to the safety of 
their vessels if they knew that the staff 
of the harbour-naster, on whom they 
must rely for the protection of their 
interests, has been reduced to such an 
extent that the security to life and 
property afforded to vessels entering and 
leaving the harbour is of a most inade- 
quate character. 


THE Eart or CLANWILLIAM: My 


Lords, the behaviour of the Harbour 
Commissioners towards the harbour- 
master of Kingstown has been out- 


rageous; there is no other word for it. 
They have reduced his staff without ask- 
ing his opinion, and, what is more, there 
is nobody to whom he can appeal for 
redress. On one occasion they sent to 
say that they intended to reduce his staff 
by one out of two, and asked which man 
he wished to keep. The harbour-master 
replied giving the name of the man he 
wished to retain, but the Harbour Com- 
missioners discharged that man and kept 
the one whom the harbour-master said 
should be dismissed. That 
state of things that has been going on, 


and how these Commissioners do their | 


work. I do not suppose you could find a 


similar case in any Government Depart- , 


Lord Clonbiock. 


{LORDS} 


shows the | 





676 
ment either in England or in Ireland. J 
have no doubt that the motive of the 
Commissioners is economy, but I think it 
is a very mistaken one. It will be im- 
possible during the winter time for the 
staff to properly perform their duties, and 
if, from any failure on the part of the 
harbour-master to afford the necessary 
assistance to vessels running in in distress 
or in a gale of wind, those vessels have to 
incur demmurage, the Government will 
be responsible. I hope the whole subject 
will be fully inquired into, and that the 
Harbour Commissioners will be called 
upon to give ev:dence before an inde- 
pendent Committee of experts, who shall 
form their opinion on the matter. 


THE Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
I am afraid I cannot now go into any of 
the questions which have been raised by 
the noble Lords who have spoken. I can 
only give the House the formal answer 
which I have been instructed to give by 
the Treasury, and which has just been 
sent down tome. This isa matter which 
comes under the direction of the Trea- 
sury, and not under the Irish Office. The 
Commissioners of the Harbour, and not 
the harbour-master, are, of course, re- 
sponsible for the management of the har- 
bour. The staff was re-arranged early in 
this year. The Commissioners of Kings- 
town Harbour considered that if the 
harbour-master took a. more active part 
in the discharge of his duties the staff 
might be reduced from twelve to eleven. 
The harbour-master was instructed to 
report immediately any case in which the 
authorised staff was proved to be insufli- 


Kingstown Harbour. 


cient. No such instance has been re- 
ported. The Commissioners are satisfied 
that, if the harbour-master properly 


| carries out the instructions given to him, 

there is no danger whatever to life or 
property in the harbour. The noble Earl 
‘(the Earl of Clanwilliam) pointed out 
that there was a difficulty in ascertaining 
to whom the harbour-master was entitled 
to appeal in order to obtain redress. In 
the absence of the noble and learned 
Lord, the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, f 
cannot express any opinion, but I will 
'make inquiries into the matter if the 
noble Ear! desires. 

*Lorp CLONBROCK : I do not con- 
sider the answer of the noble Lord at all 
satisfactory. I think the Harbour Com- 
missioners have treated the Kingstown 
harbour-master very badly, and while 
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677 Petitions. 
they have never made any complaint 
against, are now trying to indirectly 
throw a slur on his professional capacity 
in order to hide their own shortcomings. 
I regard that as most unworthy conduct 
on their part. 


THE MARQUESS or LONDON- 
DERRY: My Lords, listening to this 


matter as an outsider, and looking at it 
from an impartial point of view, I con- 


sider the answer of the Treasury unsatis- | 
To my mind the | 


factory to a degree. 
question resolves itself into one of two 
things—either the harbour-master is com- 
petent or he is incompetent. If he is 
incompetent, the sooner he is dismissed 
the better; but if he is competent—and 
I gather that he is, seeing that no com- 
plaint has been made against him—it does 
appear that a system of petty tyranny has 
been directed against him, either to hunt 
him out of his berth or to make his life so 
unpleasant that he would have to retire. 
Ithink my noble friend is entitled to a 
more satisfactory answer. The noble 


Earl who has replied to my noble friend | 


has the highest sense of justice and 
honour, and I do not think he would 
tolerate such tyranny against an official 
under the Department with which he is 
connected. I quite understand that he 
has given the best answer he is able to 
give. So far as I can gather, the Kings- 
town harbour-master has done nothing to 
merit the censure of the Commissioners, 
and there has never been any complaint 
against him. If my noble friend takes 
my advice, he will not let the question 
drop, but will draw further attention to 
the matter. 

*Lorp CLONBROCK: In conformity 
with the advice of my noble friend and 
with the suggestion of my noble and 
gallant friend, Lord Clanwilliam, I will 
call attention to the subject again, and 
move for a Committee of Inquiry. 

House adjourned at a quarter-past 
Five of the o’clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten of the o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 13th July 1899. | 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords]. 


’ No Standing Orders 
inquired into applicable. 


{13 JuLy 1899} 
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' Mr. SpEAKER laid upon the Table 
| Report from one of the Examiners» of 
| Petitions for Private Bills, that in the 
‘case of the following Bill, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
| Reading thereof, no Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into are 
applicable, namely, 

WESTON-SUPER-MARE GRAND PIER 

BILL [Lords]. 

Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 

time. 


WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE WATER 
ILL. 


Lords Amendment considered, and 


agreed to. 


FURNESS RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
GLASGOW CORPORATION (GAS AND- 
WATER) BILL [Lords]. 
GLASGOW CORPORATION (TRAM- 
WAYS, &c.) BILL [Lords]. 

GREAT YARMOUTH CORPORATION 

BILL [Lords]. 
KIRKCALDY CORPORATION 
TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. 
LOWESTOFT WATER AND GAS BILL 
{ Lords]. 
TOTLAND WATER BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


AND 


PORTSMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 
Report [llth July] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 
time.—(Dr. Farquharson.) 


PETITIONS. 


POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT, 1845. 
Petitions for alteration of law; from 
Ferry-Port-on-Craig, and Montrose ; to 
lie upon the Table. ' 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. 
Petitions against ; from United Presby- 


terian Synod, and Kirkealdy; to lhe 
upon the Table. 
TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE 


TIME (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
not previously | Petition from Glasgow in favour ; to 
| lie upon the Table. 
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Questions, 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Copy presented of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a light 
railway in the County of Essex, between 
Corringham, Thames Haven, and Kynoch- 
town (Corringham Light Railway Order, 
1899) [by Command] to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of light 
railways in the County of Lancaster, in 
the parishes of Barton-upon-Irwell and 
Stretford (West Manchester Light Rail- 
way Order, 1899) [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a light 
railway between Axminster, in the County 
of Devon, and Lyme Regis, in the County 
of Dorset (Axminster and Lyme Regis 
Light Railway Order, 1899) [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of light 
railways from Colwyn Bay to Llandudno, 
in the Counties of Denbigh and Car- 
narvon (Llandudno and Colwyn Bav 
Light Railways Order, 1898) [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


SIERRA LEONE. 
Copy presented of Report by Her 
Majesty’s Commissioner, and correspond- 
ence on the subject of the Insurrection 


in the Sierra Leone Protectorate, 1898. | 


Part II. Evidence and Documents [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2315 and 2316 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


AFRICA (No. 6, 1899). 

Copy presented of Report by the Mom- 
basa- Victoria Uganda Railway Committee 
on the progress of the works, 1898-9 
(with a map) [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


680 


Message to attend the Lords Commis- 
| sioners. 


The House 


turned ;— 


went ;—and, being re- 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal As- 
sent to a number of Bills. (See first 
item in House of Lords Report this day ; 
ante, page 661.) 


SELECTION (“STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. HALSEY reported from the Commit- 
tee of Selection that they had discharged 
the following Member from the Standing 
Committee on Trade (including Agricul- 
ture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manu- 
factures: Mr. Collery ; and had appointed 
in substitution, Mr. Power. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
Eight Reports brought up, and read ; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE [SALARIES]. 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment, out of moneys provided by 
Parliament, of the Salaries of the Com- 
missioner, Receiver, and Assistant Com- 
missioners of the Metropolitan Police 
(Queen’s recommendation signified), upon 


Monday next.—(Secretary Sir Matthew 
White Ridley.) 
QUESTIONS. 
BELLEVILLE BOILERS. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 


|W.): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
| the Admiralty, whether, before finally 
' sanctioning the adoption of the Belleville 
boiler for battle ships and cruisers now 
‘under construction or contemplated, of 
‘which the total cost will exceed 
£10,000,000, he will order a practical test 
to be made of the efficiency of these 
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681 Questions. 


boilers under all conditions, as compared | 
/ment in question were thoroughly and 


with other boilers; and whether, with 
this object in view, he will attach the 
“Canopus,” on completion, to the 


Channel Fleet, and will send a vessel of | 


the “ Diadem ” class and of the “ Edgar ” 


class respectively to carry out Naval | 


reliefs in company. 


THE FIRST LORD oF _ THE 
ADMIRALTY (Mr. GoscHEN, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square): The effi- 
ciency of the Belleville boiler has been 
practically tested under various con- 
ditions. My hon. friend does not seem 


to know that vessels with Belleville 
boilers have already been attached to the 
Channel Fleet, or that the “Powerful ” 
has been doing excellent and regular 
service among the cruisers of the China 
Station. The adoption of the Belleville 
boiler for the battleships and first class 
cruisers now under construction has been 
definitely decided on, and the question so 
far as these ships are concerned cannot be 
reopened. The “Canopus” will be com- 
missioned as soon as she is ready, and 
attached to the Mediterranean Fleet. I 
cannot make any definite statement in reply 
to the third question, but the Admiralty 
are taking advantage of every suitable 
opportunity to test these boilers to the 
fullest extent with a view to further 
possible improvements. 


THE “SHARPSHOOTER.” 

Mr. PENN (Lewisham): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty how 
many miles the “Sharpshooter” has run 
on her boiler trials, how many tubes has 
she in her boilers, and how many tubes 
have been renewed during these trials. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : The number of miles 
run on boiler trials, exclusive of distance 
run during contractors’ trials, was 8,698. 
The number of tubes in boilers is 1,080. 
No tubes were renewed during these 
trials. 


HASLAR HOSPITAL. 

CapTAIN NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether he can state if the medical 
authorities were consulted in connection 
with the recent appointment to Haslar 
Hospital ; and whether the appointment 
made was in accordance with their recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : The qualifications of 


all the officers whose seniority might en-_ 


{15 JuLy 1899} 
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title them to consideration for the appoint- 


exhaustively sifted in consultation with 
the Medical Authorities. The responsi- 
bility for the ultimate choice rested, as I 
have stated before, with me. Neither as 
regards executive, medical, or any other 
officers am I prepared to say on whose 
recommendation I act. I must say I think 
the hon. and gallant Member is somewhat 
ill-advised in pressing this question. 


Captain NORTON: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not answered my question 
as to whether the appointment was in 
accordance with the recommendation of 
the medical authorities. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I have answered 
the question. I said that the responsi- 
bility rested with me and not with the 
medical authorities, or any class of officers. 
I am not prepared to state on what re- 
commendation I acted. 


NAVAL WORKS BILL. 

Sir U. KAY - SHUTTLEWORTH 
(Lancashire, N.-E., Clitheroe): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
when the Naval Works Bill will be 
introduced. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The Bill is in the 
hands of the printers, and I hope to be 
able to arrange with the Leader of the 
House to introduce it early in the coming 
week. 


H.M.S. “JACKAL.” 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether he is aware that in the 
space of four months, between Ist January 
and 29th April, the crew of H.M.S. 
“Jackal” were allowed twenty-three 
days’ leave of absence ; and whether, in 
future, the “Jackal” will be more regu- 
larly on duty. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: No, Sir. During 
the period in question, the crew of the 
“ Jackal” have had only their ordinary 
leave for the night or for the Sunday 
when in harbour, besides the usual four- 
teen days’ leave at Christmas, which was 
given by watches in accordance with 
custom. 


Mr. WEIR: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman dispute the accuracy of the 
statement made by the Lord Advocate 2 
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Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. 


Question s. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 


assimilating the manual of exercise of 


(Questions. 


PLYMOUTH BREAKWATER WORKS. | Volunteers to that of the Regular forces 


Mr. MILDMAY (Devon, Totnes) : 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty | 
whether it would be possible that work- | 
men employed upon Plymouth Break- 
water should be conveyed to and from 
their work on the steam-tug lately pro- 
vided for in the Estimates instead of in 
open boats. 

Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. AvsTeEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): This is now being 
done. The Superintending Engineer gave | 
notice to the workmen of the new arrange- 
ments in April last. 


ARMY TENTS. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether, during the 
present summer, there have been, or will 
be, issued to Volunteer battalions going 
into camp tents of the pattern known as 
“ Mark 2,” many of which are worn out 
and unserviceable, and quite unfit to 
withstand rain. 

THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
For WAR (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
xeneral Officer Commanding a District is 
responsible that all tents issued in his 
district are serviceable. It may therefore 
be taken that no “ Mark 2” tents will be 
issued unless they are serviceable. 


Mr. DUNCOMBE: Is the hon. Gentle- 
man aware that some of these tents have 
been already issued this year ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: If so, then, in the 
opinion of the General Officer Command- 
ing, they are serviceable. 


VOLUNTEER UNIFORMS. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the rapid assimilation | 
of the uniform of Volunteer Infantry 
battalions to that of their territorial 
regiments, he is prepared, in the case of | 


] | is now under consideration. 


The question 
of wearing the sash has been carefully 
considered, and the Secretary of State 
does not think it advisable to make any 


change. 


Volunteer battalions clothed in scarlet, to | 
amend paragraph 2218 of the Volunteer | 


Regulations, so as to permit of such 
Volunteer battalions using the manual 
exercises used by Infantry of the Line 
and amend Section 865 of the Volunteer 
Regulations, so as to permit the wearing 
of the Infantry sash by officers and 
sergeants. 


GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES AS 
VOLUNTEERS. 


COLONEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping): I beg to ask the Financial 


Secretary to the War Office whether he is 
aware that great hardship prevails 
amongst Volunteers who are working in 
Government factories owing to the fact 
that these men cannot attend annual 
camp drill without losing their pay ; and 
whether, with a view to the further effi- 
ciency of the corps, he can hold out any 
prospects which are more likely to induce 
the men to putin more regular attendance 
at drills and camp. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: This question has 
been considered, and it has been found 
impossible to permit absence without for- 


| feiture of pay or equivalent overtime, but, 


with these reservations, every effort is 
made to facilitate attendance at drills and 
camps. 


GIBRALTAR BARRACKS. 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the attention of the 
Commander-in-Chief has been drawn to 
the urgent necessity of remedying the 
sanitary conditions of the barracks and 
huts occupied by the troops stationed at 
Gibraltar ; whether he is aware that in 
consequence of the grants of leases to 
private persons of Crown lands in the 
city of Gibraltar there is a dearth of 
house accommodation at reasonable rents 
for officers and their families stationed 
there, and that the military medical 
officers have expressed an opinion that 
the congested condition and overcrowded 
state of the quarter occupied by the civil 
population is dangerous to the health of 
the troops; and whether the Secretary 
of State, having regard to the public 
interest, will take steps in conjunction with 
the Colonial Office to prevent further en- 
croachments by building speculators and 
syndicates upon the few remaining sites 
available for the erection of defence 


works, naval and military storehouses, 
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quarters for officers and dockyard officials, 
and recreation grounds for the troops. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The barracks at | 


| able to inform my hon. and gallant friend 


Gibraltar, though leaving much to desire, 
are not now insanitary. In the past five 
years some £26,000 has been spent on 
improving their sanitation. There is a 
scarcity of houses available for officers’ 
quarters, and there is some overcrowding 
which is bad for the health of all the in- 
habitants, including the troops. All these 
points have been considered by the Com- 
mittee on the condition of Gibraltar, and 
it has been decided that in future no 
Crown lands which may be required for 
any of the purposes stated in the question 
will be let on building leases. 


ARMY ENLISTMENTS. 

Mayor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.) : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War, whether his attention has been called 
to the case of Edward Knight, charged on 
8th June at Worthing with an assault 
ona girl ; that the evidence being insuffi- 
cient to convict, the accused was dis 
charged, but the Chairman stated that his 
character was bad, and that if the charge 
had been proved he would have been 
severely punished, and that the best thing 
he could do was to enlist in the Army ; 
and, whether, in view of the necessity of 
attracting respectable young men to the 
ranks, the attention of the Lord Chancel- 
lor will be directed to this obiter dictum of 
the Chairman. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Any remark such 
as that which the Chairman of the 
Worthing Bench is reported to have made 
when discharging Edward Knight, is, in 
the opinion of the Secretary of State, 
most reprehensible and injurious to the 
Army. It cannot be too clearly under- 
stood that the Army is not a penitentiary 
for bad characters, and the Secretary of 
State will consider what steps can be 
taken to induce magistrates to refrain 
from suggestions of so mischievous a 
nature. 


RAILWAY COMPANIES AND THE 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War if the War Office 
has now succeeded in arranging with the 


several companies to convey Volunteer | 
| the clerical staffin the Adjutant General’s 


corps proceeding to camps of instruction 
upon Saturdays as heretofore, in order 
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| that full advantage may be taken of their 
| holiday for the national defence. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Iam glad to be 


that satisfactory arrangements have been 
made with all the railway companies con- 
cerned for the conveyance of Volunteers 
to camps on Saturday the 5th August 
next. I hope that this arrangement will 


be continued in future years. 


REGIMENTAL FACINGS. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether any regiments have yet applied 
for permission to resume their historical 
facings; and, if so, whether they have 
received the desired permission, and 
under what conditions, 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Three regiments 
only have applied for restoration of their 
old facings, the Northumberland Fusiliers, 
the Yorkshire Regiment, and the Seaforth 
Highlanders. In each case the applica- 
tion has been granted. AsI stated to the 
House on the 2nd of March, this alteration 
will apply to the tunic only. 

ARMY RECRUITING 
HIGHLANDS. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he will state the number of 
recruits for the Army obtained this year 
in the Highlands of Scotland, and the 


IN THE 


-average number recruited there during 


the preceding five years. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The recruits ob- 
tained in the Highlands of Scotland 
during the first six months of the present 
have been 566. The average 
number recruited yearly during the last 
five years has been 1,035. 


WAR OFFICE REORGANISATION. 

Mr. YOXALL (Notts, W.): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether he is able to give an assur- 
ance that the Committee on War Office 
Reorganisation, of which he is chairman, 
will consider the advisability of recom- 
that the claims of officers 
wounded in action and rendered unfit for 
military service, but not incapacitated 
from performing secretarial and admini- 
strative duties at the War Office, shall be 
favourably considered for appointment to 
General’s 


Department, Quartermaster 
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Department, and Ordnance Department 


on vacancies occurring in those depart- | 
action, and is 
‘abnormal pressure and to detonation 


ments. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM.: Officers who have 


been wounded in action, and whom it is | 


possible to retain on the active list, have 


from time to time been employed at head- | 
quarters upon such duties as they are. 


competent to perform, but the Secretary 
of State is unable to give an undertaking 
that such officers will be employed in 
large numbers at the War Office. 

SPECIAL SERVICE OFFICERS FOR 

SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the paragraph in Zhe 


Times of 5th July, with regard to military | 


preparations for South Africa, and the 


despatch of special service officers, was | 


communicated to other newspapers as 
well as to The Times, and if so to which ; 
and whether the officers despatched to 
organise residents and local forces will act 
independently of the Ministers of any 
self-governing Colonies in which the said 
residents and local forces may be. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
first question is in the negative. The 
officers selected for special service in 
South Africa will report themselves to, and 
act under the orders of, the general officer 
commanding Her Majesty’s forces in that 
country. Their position in relation to 
the civil authorities of the colonies con- 
cerned will not differ from that of other 
officers already serving in the same com- 
mand. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.).: Can the 
hon. Gentleman state on what principle 
the information was given to The Times 
newspaper and not to other papers ? 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I haveno idea. I 
suppose they asked for it. 


Mr. DILLON: I do not think that is 
a sufficient answer. I do not think the 
hon. Gentleman has answered my ques- 
tion. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): It is the Pigott relationship. 
EXPANDING BULLETS. 
Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, §.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Mr. Yorall. 


{COMMONS} 


War whether the Mark IV. missile is 
affected by temperature in its initial 
liable to develop an 


within the barrel, instead of exploding ; 
and, if so, whether he will consider the 
propriety of not supplying this ammuni- 
tion for Volunteer rifle competitions in 
hot weather. I beg also to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether the 


| Mark IV. missile had to be replaced by 
/another bullet at the Bisiey shooting on 


Tuesday owing to the danger which was 
involved in the use of this newly adopted 
service cartridge by the Volunteer marks- 
men ; and whether he can see his way to 
place samples of the missile in question in 
the Tea Room for the inspection of Mem- 
bers of this House. I beg further to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he will institute an inquiry into 
the alleged bad behaviour of the Mark IV. 
missile at the Bisley rifle ranges, and 
particularly into the statements that such 
a cartridge would be most dangerous for 
those using it in tropical regions ; and 
whether the War Department will recon- 
sider its action in supplying this bullet to 
the troops now serving in South Africa. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 
Member will allow me to answer his three 
questions at the same time. The Mark 
IV. ammunition was used by several 
battalions of British troops at Omdurman, 
and was reported on favourably. There 
is, therefore, no reason to believe that the 
bullet is affected by temperature in its 
initial action, or that the cordite charge is 
liable to detonate. A report has been 
called for on the accidents which occurred 
at Bisley, and in the meantime other 
ammunition has been supplied to the 
Volunteers. This bullet has been proved 
by the firing of many thousands of rounds 
at Woolwich, and will continue to be 
issued unless the present inquiry should 
reveal some unsuspected defect. I shall 
be happy to place some of these bullets in 
the Tea Room. 


Mr. DILLON: Is it a fact, as stated in 
The Times, that the bullet which is in- 
tended to expand only on striking has 
shown an inconvenient tendency to expand 
before leaving the rifle ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : The hon. Member 
had better wait for the report of the 
inquiry. 
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GUNS FOR SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Under | 
Secretary of State for War whether thirty | 
machine gun carriages were despatched | 
yesterday for shipment at Southampton 
for South Africa ; and whether Mark IV. 
bullets, which expand on impact, are to 
be used with these machine guns. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: No machine gun 


carriages were sent to South Africa 
yesterday. If any machine guns should 


be sent to South Africa, Mark IV. 
ammunition would be sent with them. 


TROOPS FOR SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to 
Under Secretary of State for War whether 
another battery of Royal Field Artillery 
has been selected for service in the Cape ; 
and whether this is the fifth battery now 
under orders for the Cape. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Three batteries are 
under orders to proceed to South Africa, 
viz., 18th, 62nd, and 75th. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Arising out 
of that answer, may I ask w hether the 
hon, Gentleman purposes to answer all 
questions with regard to the movement 
of troops, in view of the fact that such 
questions may possibly be asked in the 
interests of the enemies of the country ? 


(No answer was given.) 


COOPER’S HILL ENGINEERS. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he has arrived at any conclusion 
upon the case of the senior Cooper's Hill 
Engineers, which some few months ago he 
stated was under consideration by the 
Government; and whether their com- 
plaint that their careers had been ruined 
by the terms of their engagement being 
broken, and that they are reduced 
towards the close of their service into a 
position of great anxiety and distress, 
can in any way be met and alleviated ; 
and whether he will lay upon the Table, 
and cause to be circulated, the Govern- 
ment of India’s despatch, No. 15, Public 


Works, dated 28th January, 1890, con- | 


taining that Government’s views upon 
the whole question; also copy of a 
Minute by Sir George Chesney written 
in January, 1890 (referred to in that 
despatch), and its enclosures. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
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| Ealing) : 


ask the | 
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I stated on the 15th of June in 
| this House that a despatch conveying my 
| decision on this subject was then on its 
way to India. Since then it has, no 


‘doubt, been received and acted upon in 


the manner which I described. A motion 
for the publication of the correspondence 


referred to in the question was put down 


in 1895, but my predecessor declined to 
agree to it, and I see no reason for 
departing from that decision. 


BALKAN REFORMS. 

Mr. STEVENSON : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs what steps have been taken by 
Her Majesty’s Government to urge upon 
the Signatory Powers to the Treaty of 
Berlin the necessity for executing the 
reforms in the Balkan provinces of the 
Ottoman Empire, in accordance with 
Article 23 of that Treaty ; and whether, 
in view of the reports recently received 
from Macedonia, the Secretary of 
State will consider the desirability of in- 
viting the Ambassadors of the Great 
Powers at Constantinople to re-examine 
the proposals made by the noble Lord 
now Member for Cricklade and the other 
European Commissioners in their memo- 
randum of the 23rd of August 1880, on 
the introduction of administrative re- 
forms into European Turkey. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 


Her Majesty’s Ambassador at Constan- 
tinople has joined the representatives of 
other Powers on several occasions in 
urging the introduction of reforms in the 
Balkan provinces, but it is not considered 
that such action as is suggested would in 
present circumstances be opportune. 


TRADE IN NIGERIA. 

Mr. J. E. ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushceliffe): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
what have been the figures of trade (im- 
ports and exports separately) for each of 
the ten years 1889 to 1898 between the 
United Kingdom and _ the territory 
administered by the Niger Company ; 
whether any expense has been borne by 
the Imperial Exchequer in relation to 
that Protectorate since the grant of the 
charter ; and in that case what has been 
the total sum so charged and for what 
| purpose. 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: I am informed by | 


the Niger Company that no separate 
-account of trade as between the United | 
Kingdom and Nigeria has been kept. A | 
certain portion of the Nigeria trade is | 
with the Continent. 
ever has been borne by the Imperial Ex- 
chequer in relation to the Protectorate 
since the grant of the charter. 


LABOUR IN BRITISH 
COLUMBIA. 

Mr. DAVITT : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
any remonstrance has been addressed to 
the Colonial Office by the Government of 
British Columbia, or any of its citizens, 
against the vetoing of the Provincial Act 
which prohibited the employment of 
‘cheap Japanese labour in the mines of the 
colony ; whether the labour party of the 
‘colony has protested against this inter- 
ference with the legislative privileges of 
‘the people of British Columbia, on the 
ground that the action of the Dominion 
Legislature has been influenced by the 


JAPANESE 


No expense what- | 
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| 


| Parliament 


|to ask the Secretary 


capitalists of the colony, whose interests , 


favour the employment of cheap Asiatic 
labour in the mines; and whether he is 
aware that the labour organisations of 
Canada are in active sympathy with the 
views of similar bodies in British 
Columbia, and demand that some ade- 


quate safeguard shall be provided for the | 


protection ‘of Canadian labour throughout 
the whole of the Dominion against the 
influx of cheap labour from “the East, 
which it is alleged this vetoing of the Act 
of prohibition will precipitate to the in- 
jury 
Canadian provinces. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): 
three questions is in the negative. 
received no protests on the subject. 


I have 


QUEEN’S i af AY CELEBRATION 
NATAL. 


Mr. J. M. MACLEAN (Cardiff) : 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
Colonies whether 


of the Queen’s Birthday in Natal, 
children of natives of British Africa 
were forbidden by the authorities to view 
the festivities in company with the 
children of white people. 


of the white workers of all the) 


FOR 


The answer to all | 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 


information on the subject. 


I have no 


Mr. J. M. MACLEAN : The statement 
‘has been published in the papers. 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS. 

Sik WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Government will lay before 
papers containing a full 
account of the Bloemfontein negotiations, 
and relative communications with the 
Governments of Cape Colony and Natal 
in regard to the position of affairs in the 
South African Republic. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg at the same time 
of State for the 
Colonies whether he can now see his way 
to lay upon the Table of the House the 
despatches from Sir A. Milner giving an 
account of the proceedings at the Bloem- 
fontein Conference. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The papers 
relating to the Bloemfontein negotiations 
will be given. As to the communica- 
tions with the Cape and Natal Govern- 
ments I will consider what papers can be 
given—I may have to consult the 
Colonial Governments. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has formed an approximative 
estimate of the number of British-born 
white subjects of Her Majesty now domi- 
ciled in the Transvaal Republic ; and, if 
so, whether he will communicate it to the 


| House. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No census 
of the Transvaal has been taken since 


1890. Sir J. de Wet estimated in 1894 
that of a total Uitlander population of 
70,000, 63,000 were British subjects. 
The total number of Uitlanders now in 
the Republic has been estimated roughly 
at 200,000, of which the same proportion 


|as in Sir J. de Wet’s estimate would be 


I beg H 
the | 
he will explain on | 
what grounds, at the recent celebration | 
the | 


159,000 British subjects. 


Mr. WHARTON (Yorkshire, West 
Riding, Ripon): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 


whether the law as to the education of 
children of English-speaking parents in 
the elementary ‘schools in the ‘Transvaal 
remains the same as descriled by wit- 
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nesses before the South African Com- | 
that in elementary schools at | 


mittee, 2.¢., 
Johannesburg and elsewhere education 


was only allowed to be given in the Dutch | 


language, although it was admitted that 
there were plenty of competent English- 
speaking teachers available ; and, w hether 

the taxation of food and other necessaries 
of life continues as onerous and stringent 
as reported by witnesses before the Com- 
mittee, and whether any change has 
taken place with regard to such taxation 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The law 
remains unaltered. Under it the Super- 
intendent of Education may make 
arrangements for the education of non- 
Dutch speaking children on the Gold- 
fields, and at present English is allowed 
to be the medium of instruction in the 
lowest standards, but more and more 
Dutch is required until Dutch becomes 
the only medium. The Uitlanders, being 


unable to avail themselves of the State- | 


aided education, for which they have to 
pay, have voluntarily subscribed about 
£100,000 as a fund for providing educa- 
tion for English children on the Rand. I 
believe that the taxation on food and 
necessaries, though some alterations have 
been made in the customs tariff, remains 
substantially the same. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): Can the 
right hon. Gentléman say whether these 
taxes are above or below the same taxes 
in Cape Colony # 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : If the hon. 
Gentleman will give notice of the question 
I will give him a reply. 


Dr. CLARK: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether it 
is the case that under the resolution of 
the Volksraad in 1896 five schools have 
been established on the Goldfields of the 
South African Republic; that of the 
fifteen teachers ten are English and five 
Dutch ; and that the maximum time re- 
quired to earn the highest grants in these 
schools is five hours per week for the 
senior scholars. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I under- 
stand that a few such schools have been | 
established, but I am not in possession of | 
details as to the staff and the hours. I) 
believe that a condition attaching to the | 
grant is that the children must pass an | 
examination in South African history and 


VOL. LXXIV. [Fourtu Sertgs.] 


{13 JuLy 1899} 


‘trict agricultural analysts 


category are the general district 


Questions. 694 
in the Dutch language. (See page 77 of 
C. 9345.) 


DISTRICT AGRICULTURAL 
ANALYSTS. 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON: I beg te 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture how many appointments of dis 
under the 
Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs Act, 1895, 
by county councils and councils of county 
boroughs respectively, have been ap 
proved by the Board of Agriculture in 
accordance with the provisions of that 
Act. t 

*THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): Appointments of dis- 
trict agricultural analysts have been ap- 
proved for all administrative counties, 
with but two exceptions, and in fourteen 
county boroughs. 


TITHE RENT CHARGE (RATES) BILL 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture if he will specify 
respectively the rates referred to in 
Clause 4 of the Tithe Rent-charge (Rates) 
Bill as rates which the owner of tithe- 
rent-charge is liable as compared with the 
occupier of buildings to be assessed to or 
to pay on the proportion of one-half and 
of less than one-half ; and if he will name 
the enactments by which the rate is in each 
case imposed in the proportion mer 
tioned. 


*Mr. LONG: The object of the excep- 
tion in Clause 4 of the Bill is to exclude 
from relief those rates in respect of which 
owners of tithe rent-charge have already 
been placed by Statute in as good or 
better position than that in which they 
will be placed under the Bill. The most 
important rates which fall within this 
rate in 
urban districts, and the special expensee 
rate in rural districts which are levied in 


conformity with Sections 211 and 230 of 


the Public Health Act, 1875, and rates 
levied for the expenses arising under the 
Lighting and Washing Act, 1833, in con 
formity with Section 33 of that Act, as 
extended by the Tithe Rating Act, 1851. 


Mr. J. H. ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether he will 
state the aggregate amount of the dedue- 


2B 
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tions which will be made under the Tithe | 


Rent-charge (Rates) Bill from the sums 
now payable to the local authorities in 
Wales and Monmouthshire. 

*Mr. LONG : The aggregate amount of 


| Poor Law Schools Committee. 


the shares of the counties and county | 
boroughs in Wales and Monmouthshire in | 


a sum of £87,000 distributed in, the pro- 
portion of what are known as the “dis- 
continued grants” would be £3,982. 


the subject referred to in the question, | 


of the managers to establish a printing 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- | 


shire,W.): I beg to ask the President ‘of 
the Board of Agriculture whether he will 
state the amount which will be deducted 
from the sum payable to the County of 
Carmarthen out of the Local Taxation 
grant under the Tithe Rent-charge (Rates) 
Bill. 

*Mr. LONG: The share of the County 
of Carmarthen in a sum of £87,000 dis- 
tributed in the proportion of what are 
known as the “discontinued grants ” 
would amount to £277. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture if he will consent to the 
motion for a Return relating to the 
amounts to be deducted in respect of the 
Tithe Rent-charge (Rates) Bill from the 
sums receivable by local authorities on 
account of the Estate Duty Grant, stand- 
ing on to-day’s Paper. 

*Mr. LONG: It would not be prac- 
ticable to give the Return asked for 
without a detailed investigation of the 
circumstances as they at present exist in 
each parish in which tithe rent-charge is 
attached to a benefice, and even therefore 
if the value of such a Return were equi- 
valent to the cost and labour of its pre- 
paration, which we do not think would be 
the case, it could not be made available 
until long after the Bill will, as we hope, 
have passed into law. 


HANWELL BARRACK SCHOOL. 

Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether his attention has 
been drawn to a proposal made by the 
managers of the Central London School 
District to spend about £250 in establish- 
ing a printing office at the large barrack 
schools at Hanwell; and whether he will 
undertake to refuse to sanction such 
expenditure in accordance with his stated 


_ Ilkeston): I beg to ask the President of 


‘to drop the Sale of Food and Drugs Bill 
intention of not adding to the existing | 
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Poor Law children’s institutions, in com. 
pliance with the recommendations of the 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Cuapuiy, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I have not re 
ceived any proposal from the managers 
of the Central London School District on 


understand that a proposal made by one 





press was referred to a committee, but 
that nothing more has been done in the 
matter. 
STEEPLE MORDEN 
GROUND. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 


RECREATION 


the Local Government Board whether he 
is aware that the County Council of Cam- 
bridgeshire made an order on 11th May 
for acquiring four acres of land at 
Steeple Morden for a public recreation 
ground ; and whether, as the confirmation 
of the order has remained unopposed, the 
Local Government Board will issue at an 
early date an Order confirming the order 
of the County Council. 

Mr. CHAPLIN: The formal Order is 
in preparation and will very shortly be 
issued. 


COLOURING OF FOODSTUFFS. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether he has recently promised or 
agreed to the appointment of a Commit- 
tee to inquire into and report upon the 
colouring of margarine and the addition 
of preservatives to butter and milk. 


Mr.CHAPLIN: I haveappointeda Con- 
mittee to inquire into the use of preser- 
vatives and colouring matters in the pre 
servation and colouring of food generally. 
My right hon. friend the Member for 
Wigtownshire has consented to act as 
Chairman, and the other members of the 
Committee will be Professor Thorpe, of the 
Government Laboratory, Dr. Bulstrode, 
one of the Medical Inspectors of the Local 
Government Board, and Dr. Tunnicliffe, 
of the Physiological Laboratory, St. 
Bartholomew’s Hospital. 








Mr. HEDDERWICK: Are we to 
understand that the Government intend 









this session ? 





FA 


to 

Ho 
has 
of f 
the 
riv 
he 

Bri 
thi 
the 
fill 
fur 
req 
OV 
tan 
fun 


J 


me 
OW. 
que 
the 
wh 
am 
anc 
wit 
fro 
the 
leac 
the 
hav 
pur 
tak 
obt: 
blac 
ser\ 
firn 
issu 
Act 
stor 
pen 
ing 
min 
the 
cess 
will: 
tion 
be § 


LOC 


M 
ask 
men 
Seer 
the « 
a lai 





696 


com- 
f the 


ICAL 
PLIN, 
it re- 
agers 
ct on 
m. I 
y one 
nting 
, but 
n the 





‘ION 


shire, 
nt of 
er he 
Cam- 
May 
lat 
vation 
1ation 
l, the 
at an 
order 


ler is 
ly be 


S. 

0 ask 
uture 
ad or 
mmit- 
n the 
dition 


| Com- 
yreser- 
e pre- 
erally, 
er for 
act as 
of the 
of the 
trode, 
Local 
icliffe, 
7, St 








ve to 
intend 


os Bill 











Questions. 


697 


{13 JuLy 1899} 





(Questions. 698 


Mr. CHAPLIN : Nothing of the kind. | ment of Receiver of the Metropolitan 


has been called to the increasing quantity 


of smoke and fumes that are emitted from | 


the pottery and drain-pipe works on the 
river nearly opposite this House ; whether 
he is aware that on Tuesday Lambeth 
Bridge was invisible in the afternoon from 
this cause, and that the Committee Rooms, 
the Terrace, and the dining-rooms were 
filled for hours with most unpleasant 
fumes ; and whether he can take steps to 


require the owners of these works to | 


consume their own smoke and not con- 
taminate the neighbourhood with these 
fumes. 

Mr. CHAPLIN: The Local Govern- 
ment Board have no control over the 
owners of the works referred to in the 
question, but I have communicated with 
the Clerk to the Lambeth Vestry, in 
which parish the works are situated. I 
am informed that the Vestry have made 


and are still making daily observations | 


with respect to the emission of smoke 
from the works of manufacturing firms in 
the parish, and particularly from the two 
leading pottery and drain-pipe works on 
the Albert Embankment, three inspectors 
having been specially told off for this 
purpose. Proceedings have already been 
taken in several cases, and convictions 
obtained in respect of the emission of 
black smoke. Several notices have been 


served upon the pottery and drain-pipe | 


firms in question, and summonses will be 
issued whenever any nuisance under the 
Act can be substantiated. It is under- 
stood that large sums have been ex- 
pended by the two pottery firms in alter- 
ing their furnaces and appliances, so as to 
minimise the smoke and fumes arising in 
the course of their manufacturing pro- 
cesses, and they have expressed their 
willingness to make any further altera- 
tions of a practical nature if any such can 
be suggested. 


LOCAL 
TION OF SIR 


GOVERNMENT BOARD—POSI- 
HUGH OWEN. 


ment Board whether the late permanent 
Secretary of that Board, who retired from 
the office on the 31st December last with 
a large pension, still retains the appoint- 


| CATION 


Imperial funds. 


'Common Poor Fund at a salary of £500 

FACTORY FUMES AT WESTMINSTER. | 
Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the | 
Home Department whether his attention | 


a year; and whether it is the intention 
of the Government that Sir Hugh Owen 
should continue to occupy the latter post 
for an indefinite period. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: The salary of the 
office in question is £400—not £500 a 
year. It is quite distinct from that of 
Secretary to the Local Government 
Board, and the salary is not paid out of 
The office is still held 
by Sir Hugh Owen, and I see no reason 
whatever why he should not continue to 
retain it. 


SCHOOL ATTENDANCE — CHILDREN’S 
COUNTRY TRIPS. 

Mr. HAZELL: I beg to ask the 

Vice-President of the Committee of 

Council on Education whether his 


attention has been called to the work of 
the Country Holidays’ Fund, the Chil- 
dren’s Fresh Air Mission, and similar 
organisations for sending children from 
London to country cottages for two or 
three weeks during the summer ; whether 
he is aware that the number of children 
thus sent away annually is approximately 
55,000, and is increasing, aud that it is 
admitted on all hands that the benefit to 
the children, both physically and educa- 
tionally, is very great; is he aware that 
the bulk of the children are sent away 
during the school holidays in order not to 
interfere with their school attendance, 
and that consequently there is constantly 
increasing difficulty in placing so many 
children with country cottagers during 
this short period ; and whether, having 
regard to the immense advantages the 
children obtain, he will consider the possi- 
bility of this fortnight’s visit being 
reckoned as school attendance on the 
ground of its educational value, or will 
in some other way propose a remedy for 
this difficulty. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): The answer to paragraphs 
1, 2, and 3is in the affirmative. In reply 


= 


to paragraph 4, it would be impracticable, 
Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) : I beg to | 
ask the President of the Local Govern- | 


' school attendance. 


|the Voluntary 


in the opinion of the Committee of 
Council, to reckon these holiday visits as 
But there is nothing 
to prevent the London School Board and 
school managers from 
making such arrangement that all the 


2B2 
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elementary schools in London will not 
have their holidays at the same time. 


Questions. 


RAILWAY COMPANIES’ RUNNING 
POWERS. 

Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) : I beg to 
ask the President of the 
when the Mansion House Association on 
Railway and Canal Traffic may expect to 


receive a reply to their letter to the Board | 


of Trade with reference to the neglect of 
the railway companies to supply on their 
sectional maps information as to their 
running powers. 1 may add that the date 
of the letter was 11th May. 


Mr. LONG (for Mr. Rircure): The 


Board of Trade have not lost sight of this | 


matter, and as recently as the 3rd of July 
the Department received a letter from the 
Clearing House intimating that the sub- 
ject was to be brought before a meeting 


of general managers on the 25th instant, | 


and that after that date a further commu- 

nication would be addressed to the Board. 
INHABITED HOUSE DUTY. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I beg 


to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer | 


whether lodges in the country which are 
let to labourers are liable to Inhabited 
House Duty. 

THe CHANCELLOR or THE 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks-Beacu, Bristol, 


W.): The question is one of law, which 


can be authoritatively decided only by | 
the courts ; but the opinion of the Board | 


of Inland Revenue is that a lodge be- 
longing to and occupied with a dwelling- 
house is chargeable with Inhabited House 
Duty under the Act 48 Geo. IIL, Cap. 55, 
Schedule B., Rule 2. 

CAPITAL PUNISHMENT 
MARY ANSELL. 

Mr. C. H. WILSON (Hull, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he has given 
his sanction to the execution of Mary 
Ansell on the 19th July; and will he 
state how many men and how many 
women have been executed in the years 
1896, 1897, 1898; and in how many 
instances have memorials for mercy been 
refused. 


CASE OF 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE For | 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Waite Rip.ey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
As to the first paragraph, I must decline 
to answer any question in the House as 


s 
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EX- | 
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| to the advice which it will be my duty to 
| tender to Her Majesty. Thirty-five men 

|and one woman were executed in the 

period referred to. In the great majority 
of these cases applications in some form 
| for mercy were made. 


3oard of Trade | 


SCOTTISH REFORMATORIES AND 
INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 

| Sm CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
| Bridgeton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
| State for the Home Department whetherhe 
will consent to introduce the Bill which 
_has been prepared for the transference of 
| the control of Scottish reformatories and 
|industrial schools to the Secretary for 
Scotland, on the distinct understanding 
that it shall not be proceeded with this 
session unless it can go through un- 
opposed. 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : I am afraid 
that I cannot do this. There are several 
points of detail to be settled before the 
matter can be ready to be laid before 
Parliament. 


TREATMENT OF YOUNG PRISONERS, 

Mr. J. G. TALBOT (Oxford Univer- 
sity): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department what provision 
is intended to be made for young persons 
sentenced to detention in reformatory 
| schools between their conviction and their 
| reception into such schools, now that it 
will be no longer lawful to detain them in 
prison ; and whether he proposes to send 
any circular to the various Courts of 
Quarter and Petty Sessions on the sub 
ject. 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: The Refor- 
| matory Schools Amendment Act, to which, 
I suppose, my right hon. friend refers, 
provides merely that a juvenile offender 
'shall not be sentenced to imprisonment 
in addition to being committed to a 
| reformatory. There is nothing in this 
to interfere with the provisions of See- 
ition 2 of the Act of 1893, under which 
| the offender can be sent for a short time 
| to a prison, or any other place, until a fit 
| school willing to receive him ‘is found. 
| I am about to issue a circular respecting 
| the new Act. 


| 
BURIAL GROUNDS BILL. 

Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether the 
Government intend tobring in a Bill during 
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the present session to give effect to the | 
recommendations of the Select Committee 
on Burial Grounds, as contemplated by | 
them on 9th February. | 


| 
| 


*Sin M. WHITERIDLEY : No, Sir; I, 
am afraid it will not be possible this ses- 
sion to bring in a Burials Bill. 
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formed by the Congested Districts Board 
that they have made grants in aid of pre- 
miums for good stallions, and have 
supplied bulls in approved cases. 


Questions. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS IN SCOTLAND. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


| Advocate, having regard to the fact that 


|under Section 5 of the Congested Dis- 


BAIL REGULATIONS. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: I beg to ask | 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to the observations of Mr. 
Justice Mathew at the Kent Assizes, in 
the case of the Queen against Ryle, in 


which the prisoner had been six months | 
in prison awaiting her trial owing to the | 


refusal of the committing magistrate to 
admit her to bail, as he thought he had no 
power to doso ; and whether he will take 
the necessary steps to inform magistrates 
as to the powers they possess under recent 
legislation of admitting prisoners to bail. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have 


see a newspaper report of the observa- | 
I have no} 
reason to suppose that magistrates gene- | ; 
/unable to add anything to the answer I 


tions of the learned judge. 


rally are unaware of their powers with 
regard to bail, and no evidence to this 


effect has reached me with the exception 


of this one case. 


REGU LATIONS—BARREL 

ORGANS. 

Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been drawn to the custom of attaching 
cradles with infants in 


STREET 


tions were given to the police to put a 
stop to this practice ; and whether he will 
take steps to have those instructions 
carried out. 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: My atten- 
tion has not been recently drawn to this 
matter, but I will look into it. 


HORSE AND CATTLE BREEDING IN 
SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, what encouragement has been 
given by the Congested Districts Board 
for Scotland to the breeding of horses 
and cattle in the congested area. 
*THE 


LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 


GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am in- | 


them to barrel | 
organs and piano organs in the streets of | 
London ; whether some time back instruc- | 


| whether 


| tricts (Scotland) Act, the board may 


accept gifts of property for any of the 
purposes provided by the Act, will he 
state whether any Highland landlords 
have yet made gifts of land to the board. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 


answer is in the negative. 


PEDDIESTON PUBLIC SCHOOL. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the material required 
for conducting water to the Peddieston 
Public School and the farm towns of 
Ardivall and Muirton (Black Isle), Ross- 
shire, has yet been delivered ; and can he 
state when the pipes will be laid and the 
work completed. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Iam 


gave on the 27th of last month to the 
hon. Member. 


POLICE AND PAUPER 
PATIENTS. 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON : [beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate whether the atten- 
tion of the Scottish Local Government 
Board has been called to the change of 
practice recently introduced in Glasgow 
in dealing with cases of debility and 
injury brought to the police offices and 
subsequently removed to the parochial 
hospital, whereby pauper patients are 
removed to that hospital without any 
certificate from the parochial medical 
officer of their fitness for removal; 
the criminal authorities have 
sanctioned the inspection of the private 


GLASGOW 


‘police books by the parochial officers ; 


whether the removal of a moribund person 
on the data contained in these books, and 
without certificate from the parochial 
medical officer, would be held to satisfy 
the requirements of the Poor Law Act; 
and on whom, in case of mishap occur- 


‘ring in connection with a removal so 


conducted, would legal responsibility rest. 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 


| answer to the first paragraph of the hon. 


Member’s question is in the negative. 
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From inquiries made by myself through 
other channels, I find that some changes 
have been recently made in Glasgow in 
connection with removal. 
time, I have communicated with the | 
Local Government Board in order that 
inquiries may be made ; and if the hon. | 
Member will repeat his ‘question after an 
adequate interval, I shall be happy to 
reply on the subject. 


Questions. 


SCOTTISH CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS. 

Mr. WEIR: 
Advocate whether the large farm, referred 
to in paragraph 6, page 10, of the Report 
of the Congested Districts Board for 
Scotland has yet been secured for the 
purpose of creating holdings for crofters | 
and cottars. 

*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: [am 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that as the farm referred to is not 
out of lease until 1902 they have not yet 
secured it. 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr. COLVILLE (Lanark, N.E.): I beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate whether he is 
aware that the Parish Council of Both- 
well have recently prosecuted two 
gentlemen for the non-vaccination of 
their children ; and whether the Govern- 
ment intend to amend the Law so as to 
afford the same relief for the conscientious 
objector in Scotland which has just been 
provided by statute for similar objectors 
to vaccination in England. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
fact stated in the first paragraph of the 
hon. Member’s question is, I am informed 
by the Local Government Board, correct. 
The answer to the second paragraph i is in 
the negative. 


SCOTTISH COUNTY AUTHORITIES AND 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, in view of the statement on 
page 6 of the Report of the Congested 
Districts Board for Scotland that diffi- | 
culties have arisen owing to the divided 
natare of the responsibilities of the | 
County Local Authorities and the con- | 
sulting engineer, will he state whether 
those difficulties have been overcome ; 
and, if so, in what way. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: 


statement to which the hon. Member 


{COMMONS} 


In the mean- | 


I beg to ask the Lord | 


The | 
| cases either used or mislaid the necessary 
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| refers was not made in the report, but in 
| a note by the Under Secretary for Scot- 
land, drawn up for the information of the 
Congested Districts Board. It applied to 
| cases of works subsidised out of the Vote 
for West Highland and Island Works, 

but as that Vote ceased on the 31st 
| March, 1898, there seems no object now 

in reopening these discussions. They 

'were all arranged excepting the case of 
‘the Port Ness Harbour, “about which 
| the hon. Member was lately informed. 


Questions. 


SPINNING AND WEAVING IN THE 


HIGHLANDS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate if he will state what efforts 
have been made to encourage spinning and 
weaving in the congested area of the 
Highlands of Scotland since the Congested 
Districts Board published their Report ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : I am 
informed by the Congested Districts Board 
that the instructor referred to in the 


|Report has been for some time at work 


under the local committee. 


|THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether any 
steps have been taken with a view to 
enforce the liability of the guarantors of 
Mr. Bussy in regard to the non-delivery 
of the issues of Zhe Parliainentary Debates 
to those who have prepaid for their 
delivery during the present session. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnpury, 
Preston): I am _ advised that the 
guarantors are not liable in this case. 
Their liability applied where the Govern- 
ment itself suffered by the action of 
the contractor, or where he broke any 
portion of the contract. The arrange- 
ments for repayment were no part of the 
contract. 


Mr. ERNEST SPENCER (West Brom- 
_wich): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether, having regard to the 
| fact that Members can now by means of 
a single order receive The Parliamentary 
Debates from 24th April to the present 
date, he will give instructions for the 
| privilege, viz., by means of a single order, 
| to be extended to the commencement of 
the session, as Members have in many 


i 
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Pink Papers, they having been issued: to | 
them months ago. 


*Mr. HANBURY: Apart from the fact 
that the proposal of my hon. friend goes 
beyond the arrangementagreed upon, I find 
that there are practically no sets of back 
numbers available beyond those already 
purchased by the Stationery Office to 
secure copies for subscribers who had paid 
in advance. 


THE LICENSING COMMISSION'S 
REPORT. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury when 
the Report of the Royal Commission on 
Licensing, from which copious extracts 
have already appeared in the Press, will 
be in the hands of Members. 


Mr. HANBURY: It will be ready for 


delivery on Tuesday next. 


FAIR RENTS IN COUNTY TYRONE. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he has observed that in the 
case of Patrick MacNeill, Pink Schedule 
dated 16th February, 1899, 15 per cent. 
is added to the rent for proximity to 
Moy, County Tyrone ; and in the case of 
A. M‘Kenzie, Pink Schedule dated 19th 
July, 1898, no percentage is added for 
proximity to Moy, although both farms 
are equi-distant from the town of Moy, 
which has less than 1,000 inhabitants ; 
and whether he can explain this difference 
of procedure in fixing fair rents. 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Barrour, Leeds 
Central): The question refers to matters 
which came before the Sub-Commis- 
sioners judicially, and the Land Commis- 
sioners decline to require the Sub-Com- 
missioners to explain the grounds of their 
judicial decisions. The parties, if they 
feel aggrieved, have the right to require 
the cases to be reheard on appeal before 
the Land Commissioners, and in one of 
the two cases referred to I understand 
that notice of rehearing has been served 
by both landlord and tenant. 


RENT APPEALS IN WATERFORD 
UNION. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland when it is proposed 
to hold meetings of the Sub-Land Com- 
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| twenty-six cases from this 
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missioners and of the Chief Commission 


Questions. 


in Waterford for hearing of cases in the 


Waterford Union. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: No sittings 
of either the Chief or Sub-Commission for 
the disposal of cases from the district 


/mentioned have, as yet, been arranged 


for. Sittings will be fixed at as early a 


| date as possible, having due regard to the 


There are only 
district in 
which appeals are pending, and only 
eighty cases awaiting hearing before the 
Sub-Commission. ; 


claims of other districts. 


BELFAST WHARVES. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has received further information regard- 
ing the unsafe and dangerous condition of 
the Belfast wharves ; and if he can now 
see his way to address a remonstrance to 
the Harbour Commissioners on the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : Further in- 
formation has been furnished to me by 
the hon. Member relative to deaths from 
drowning in the docks at Belfast, which 
have occurred since I replied to questions 
previously put to me on the same subject 
last year. With regard to the second 
paragraph, the Government have already 
been in communication with the Harbour 
Commissioners of Belfast as to the alleged 
unprotected state of the docks, and have 
been informed by the Commissioners that 
they have, in all places, erected protection 
railings or walls where they considered 
such could be done without materially 
obstructing the trade and traffic of the 
port. The docks and quays in the har- 
bour have, I am assured, been constructed 
by the Commissioners in strict accordance 
with Parliamentary authority, and if that 
is so, they are not liable, in the absence 
of negligent user, for any accidents that 
may occur, 


SOUTH KILKENNY LAND SUB- 
COMMISSION. 

Mr. MORRIS (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that no Land Sub-Commission sat 
at Waterford for the South Kilkenny 
district since October, 1898 ; and when 
will a Sub-Commission sit at Waterford. 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : The fact is | other representatives of Irish traders ; and 
as stated in the first paragraph. A sitting | whether, in view of the fact that the mer- 
ef the Sub-Commission at Waterford will | cantile community in Ireland is. still 
be arranged at as early a date as possible, | strongly opposed to the contemplated 
having due regard to the claims of other | change, he will refuse to sanction the 
districts. There are only fifty two cases rule in question. 
awaiting hearing from this district at) Tax ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
—— IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 

URLINGFORD UNION DISPENSARY | ™:): ey — referred to in the oo = 

DISTRICTS. |Brap 3 ~ se vave not been laid 
Mr. M‘DERMOTT (Kilkenny, N.): I oe or ht fe ee ae a 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | va The x ir age Ree per ‘ fa Zo 
. . y are now draft rules, ver 
kord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his | i ay Peo hines ie et: pe 
: . | so published in the Dublin Gazette, with a 
attention has been called to the unani-! ~~ = aan 
i jee : T_32 _, | notice under the Rules Publication Act 
mous resolution of the Urlingford | ic Mls eke eal tue ehiabeile 
(county Kilkenny) Board of Guardians, pe 2 he pts. ni og aa Parco 
to the effect that no rearrangement of | sa ig his 9 “i oe : ile Toke = 
the dispensary districts of the union | a ae ee ’ Misa 
amet e ae . ; | terested would be taken into considera- 
involving the abolition of any one of | /. ; 
3 ail] wa, | tion before the rules would be finally 
them could be made that would not in- ae eae 
ij ibe “ss . | settled. Iam not aware of the circum- 
ict great hardships on the sick poor in : ; ai 
ape eos coe stances under which the Bill of 1893 was 
mauy districts of the union ; and, | - : : 
i i : ae ae nas not proceeded with, but assume, from the 
whether he will have personal investiga- Sage 
° eh get | terms of the question, it was because of 
tion made into the matter, with a view ik aia: Seamer obese: 
to the withdrawal of the recent sealed | ° PP Pp iges +s rise 
: . . mercantile community in Ireland is 
order and the replacing of the dispensary Bs 
=e pe 3 Son ’ | opposed to the rule as now drafted by 
districts in their former positions. : a 
anes wa] _ _| the rule recommending authority, which 
_ Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: My attention jneludes all the Judges of the High Court 
has been drawn to the resolution 'in Ireland ; but any public body which is 
referred to in the first paragraph. I) now opposed to them can send in objec- 
have given this matter my own personal | tions, which will be duly considered before 
censideration, but see no sufficient reason | the final settlement of the rules. I have 
so alter the decision which has already | not the power suggested in the last para- 
been arrived at after careful investigation | graph of the question, and I have to re- 
by the Medical Inspector of the Local | mind my hon. friend that the Rules in 
Government Board in respect to the’ their final shape must be laid before Par- 
re-arrangement of the dispensary dis- liament, and may on Address be annulled. 
tricts. The Board do not consider that | 
she re-arrangement of these districts will) PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
mflict any serious hardship on the sick | (SCOTLAND) BILL, 
poor ; they believe, on the contrary, that; fp J. E. ELLIS: I bee to ask the 
the new arrangements will conduce to a First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
better attendance on them. will fix the Third Reading of the Private 
ae ee ee Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Bill 
ee it 2s — ores sage after it has been reprinted and at such a 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I beg to time as will afford opportunity for discus- 

ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland | gion on the Bill. 


whether his attention has been called to | ee . 
Rule 250 of the proposed Rules of the} .. THE FIRST LORD oe TREA- 
Supreme Court (Ireland) 1899, now lying SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
apon the Table of the House, referring to | E+): I understand that there are not 
the qualification of official assignees for ™M4?Y gentlemen who desire to take part 
acting as liquidators in the winding-up of in the discussion on the Third Reading of 
publie companies; whether he is aware | the Bill, but I will endeavour to bring 6 
that a similar arrangement to that now , 0” at such a time as he suggests. 
roposed was brought forward in 1893, oe P _ 

a was abandoned in deference to the | SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS BILL. 


strong protests of the Chambers of Com-| Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, _ Black- 
merce of Dublin, Belfast, and Cork, and | friars): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 


“- 
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Treasury, whether, having regard to the 
highly contentious character of the Sale 
of Food and Drugs Bill, and the strong 
objections expressed to several of its 
clauses by chambers of commerce and 
by large numbers of manufacturers and 
traders, he will consent to postpone the 
Bill until next session. 


The following questions also appeared | 


on the Paper :— 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, 8. Molton): | 


To ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he can state when the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Bill will be taken. 


Sir JoHN LENG: To ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the Sale 
of Food and Drugs Bill will be further 
proceeded with this session ; and, if so, 
when. 

Dr. 


FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 


N.).—To ask the First Lord of the Trea- | 


sury whether the Government have de- 
cided not to proceed further with the Sale 
of Food and Drugs Bill, but intend to 
refer it for further examination and in- 
quiry to a Departmental Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are a 
good many questions on the Paper in 
reference to this Bill, and I have to say 
that I propose to take the Report stage 
on Monday next. I do not wholly agree 
with the statement of fact made in the 
last part of the question of the hon. 
Member for the Blackfriars Division. 


THE MONEY-LENDING BILL. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he has received a memorial signed by a 
large number of Members on both sides 
of the House asking the Government, in 
view of the great benefit which the 
Money-Lending Bill would confer on the 
poorer industrial classes of the com- 
munity, to pass the said Bill this session ; 
and whether he can see his way to meet- 
ing the wishes of the memorialists. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have received 
the memorial to which my hon. friend 
refers, but I cannot hold out any very 
sanguine hopes as to the prospect of 
carrying the Bill this session. Perhaps 
my hon. friend will wait for a final 
answer until Monday. 
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| BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

| Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 

| (Stirling Burghs) : I beg to ask the First 

| Lord of the Treasury whether he can now 

_make a statement as to the further legis- 
lative business of the session ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to make 
the statement next Monday. 





DISTRICT GAS BILL 
[Lords]. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


LEA BRIDGE 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
| ORDER (No. 15) (RE-COMMITTED) BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments [Provisional Order 
| confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table, 

and to be printed [No. 277]. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To- 
morrow, and to be printed [Bill 268}. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 


MIDLAND AND SOUTH WESTERN 
JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL. 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCK BILL. 
WOKING WATER AND GAS BILL. 
LOWESTOFT PROMENADE PIER BILL. 
With Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, entitled 
“An Act to amend the Law relating to 
Youthful Offenders and for other purposes 
connected therewith.” [Youthful Of- 
fenders Bill [Lords]. 





NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
THOMAS WriGHTSON, Esq., for St. 
Pancras (East Division). 





SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMPTION 
FROM THE STANDING ORDER). 

Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
the proceedings on the Tithe Rent-charge 
(Rates) Bill, if under discussion at Twelve 
o'clock this night, be not interrupted 
under the Standing Order Sittings of the 
House.”— (Mr. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 247 ; 
148. (Division List, No. 249.) 


Noes, 
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Aird, John 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, Jas. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Ie !four, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederck George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry,RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
sartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beach, W. W. B. flaws.) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colone! Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, 'T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. 
Brooktield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Campbell, RtHnJ.A.(Glasgow) 
Cavendish, R. F. (nN, Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen( Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. ‘Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Clarke, Sir Edw. sae) 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
C oddington, Sir W illiam 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Cornwallis, Fiennes 8. W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalbiae, Colonel: Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, William Theodore 


John 


Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 








{COMMONS} 


AYES. 


Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailywn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHn SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, pote 9 H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Foster, ¢ “olonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, ‘J. Lioyd 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major- General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnG.J(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
a Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry 
(greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Greville, Hon Ronald 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gunter, Colonel 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LordGeorge 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon RobertWim. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hill, Rt.Hn. A.Staveley (Staffs. 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampst’d) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R.(Bow) 
Hornby, Sir W egema aay 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Jose] sh 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon, James 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 
Laurie, L:eut.-General 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky. Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, Sir D.- (Swansea) 
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Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Eversham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Right Hon. Sir J. 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M ‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.)} 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir I owlett C.J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Colonel Vietor 
Monk, Charles James 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thish.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert 
Pender, Sir James 
Penn, John 
Percy, Earl 
Pilkington, ht.(Lanes. Newton) 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, SirW.Overend (Edin 
Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
tankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
fentoul, James Alexander 
tichardson, Sir T. aaa 
Ridley, ~ Hn. Sir M. 
titchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, Herbert (H ackney) 
ee Hon. Lionel W. 
found, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
fussell, T. W. Spee 
Samuel, Harry S (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Scobel, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom,T. Harrop(Stalybr 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, J. cig: 39" (Lanarks. ) 


Torrens 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 


Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset 
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Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) | 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G. (Ox. Univ. 
Thorburn, Walter 

Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray , 
Usborne, Thomas 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Broadhurst, Henry 

runner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Charles (Glasgow 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clark, Dr.G. B.(Caithness-shire 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Courtney, Rt. Hn. Leonard H. 
Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davit, Michael : 
Dewar, Arthur 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Evershed, Sydney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 
Gourley, SirEdwardTemperley 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Clause 2 :— 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydfil): 
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Valentia, Viscount 


| Ward, Hon. Robert A. (Crewe | 


Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E.(Kent) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas | 


NOES. 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam 
Harwood, George 


| Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 


Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, ThomasCharlesH 
Hemphill,Rt Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez Ed. 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt HnSirU 
Kinloch, Sir John G. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lawson,Sir Wiltrid(Cumb land 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 
MacAleese, Daniel 
M‘Donnell, Dr. M. A(Queen’sC, 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Mellor, Rt. Hn. J. W. ( Yorks.) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 


' Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 


Morley, C. (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
Morris, Samuel 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Oldroyd, Mark 


ruling. 
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Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Malley, William 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, G. Wm. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.} 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG. A. (Lane,S.W 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Provand. Andrew Dryburgh 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S. E.)} 
tickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Statford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfars.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Spicer, Albert 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 5.) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thoaiis Palmer 
Williams, J. Carve!) (Notts.) 
Wills, Sir William ‘!enry 
Wilson, Hy. J. (Yo:k, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durkim, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Gavan) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddersf. 
Woods, Samuel 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Munro Ferguson and 
Sir Thomas Gibson - Car- 
michael 


My point is that this Bill does 


not comply with Standing Orders, and 


ceeded with. 


therefore | submit it ought not to be pro- 


There can be no manner of 


doubt that it does not comply with the 


Standing Orders, and if we have such 


On a point of order I desire to ask your | orders surely we ought to abide by them. 
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I rely on Standing Order No. 45, which ; Amendment ought to be considered by 
lays down very definitely that the precise | the House. 


duration of every temporary law shall be 
expressed in a distinct clause at the end | 
of the Bill. Now this is certainly a Bill | 
of a temporary nature, yet its precise | 
duration is dealt with at the end of a| 
clause which includes many other points. 





I know there is a precedent, and it is an | 


unfortunate one- 
Act, 1896. 


the Agricultural Rating 


*THE CHAIRMAN : 
express any opinion on this question, but 
it cannot be raised now. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Later on, then? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: If the hon. Mem- 
ber presses for a decision I must tell him | 
that I think the fact that the Bill has been | 
read a second time has overcome any infor- 
mality. The point should have been 
raised on the Second Reading. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: But a Standing 
‘Order is a Standing Order. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The objection 
should have been taken when the Speaker 
was in the Chair. The question cannot 
be raised now. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Shall I be in 
order in raising it on Clause 4? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: We had better 
proceed with the second clause. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: At any 
will propose an Amendment. 


rate, I 


*THE CHAIRMAN : 


As regards the 


Amendment of the Member for Lichfield, | 
it appears to me to be a pure matter of | 


form, and to have no substance in it. 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): My reason for putting down 


is this—that the in- | 
might nullify | 


the Amendment 
genuity of some lawyer 


the real object of the clause, and there- | 


fore if you put in some unnecessary 
words you may enable a lawyer to do 
something which is not contemplated by 
this House. I beg to move this Amend- 
ment. I do not think there is any harm 
in leaving out these words. 


suppose that the Minister for Agriculture | 
approve of it, 


will but I think the 


| meaning. 





I do not wish to B. FINLay, 


| dee) : 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 1, line 13, to leave out ‘ unless the 
context otherwise requires.’ ”°—(VUr. Warner.) 


Question proposed— 


“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the clause.” 


THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir R. 
Inverness Burghs): These 
words are in the ordinary common form, 
| and I hope the hon. Member will not per- 
sist in the Amendment. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Mol- 
ton): It seems to me that these words 
should not be inserted. We are not all 
blessed with a legal education like the 
Solicitor-General. I contend that a Bill 
ought to be so drafted that the context 
should not be required to express its 
I am one of those who have 
often complained of Acts of Parliament 
being badly drafted, and I have some- 
times difficulty in understanding them. 
Nor am I the only one in that position ; 
for the principal duty of the lawyers is to 
argue with one another as te the meaning 
|of Acts of Parliament. On the ground 
of simplicity of drafting, and for the 
benefit of people outside legal circles, I 
| think the words should be left out. 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: They 
harm. 


Mr. ELLIS J. GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : 
This Bill is much more important than 
that one of its provisions should be 
justified on the ground that “it will do 
no harm.” I hope the Bill is going to do 
some good and not harm. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
I sympathise with the Solicitor- 
|General in the line he has taken in say- 
ing that these words are in ‘common 
for: m,” and that there i is no reason against 
their being in the Bill. 


can do no 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. LAMBERT: The next Amend- 
ment on the Paper, which is in my name, 
is, in page 1, line 13, after “requires,” to 


| insert— 
I do not, 


| ©The expression of ‘conforming owner’ 
jo mean owner who acts in strict confor- 
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mity with the doctrines and principles of | 
the Reformed Church of England.” 


*THe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member | 
knows that the Amendment’ which 
he had on the Paper the first day | 
the Bill was in Committee was ruled out 
of order, and that this sim‘lar Amend- 
ment cannot possibly be in order. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Yester- | 
day afternoon the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, answering a speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth, said it was an extraordinary pro- 
position to say that Scotland and Ireland 
had anything to do with this Bill. The 
right hon. Gentleman’s meaning was per- 
fectly plain—namely, that it would be 
from Ireland andScotland that would come | 
some of the money at least required by 
the Bill. When I listened to the right 
hon. the First Lord it occurred to me 
whether it was not possible that Scotland 
and Ireland were not even directly inte- 
rested in this Bill, and that it was the duty 
of the representatives of Scottish and 
Irish constituencies to see that this Bill 
was limited entirely to England, and 
that itshould by no possibility be applied to 
Scotland and Ireland. In looking over 
the Bill—and I believe that this Bill has 
been more closely scrutinised than any 
other during this session—I was surprised 
to find that there is not within its four 
corners one single word which expressly 
and specifically limits the application of 
the Bill to England. The object of the 
two Amendments which I have placed on 
the paper—both of which are in “com- 
mon form” so much approved by the 
Solicitor-General, and therefore ought to 
commend themselves to him—is to make 
it perfectly plain that the Bill is limited 
to England only, and does not apply to 
Scotland or Ireland. The first Amend- 
ment I have put down is to detine the 
Local Taxation Account mentioned in the 
Bill. I propose to add words in Sub- 
section 2 to the effect that “the expres- 
sion ‘The Local Taxation Account’ | 
shall have the same meaning as in the 
Local Government Act, 1888.” Now, sir, 
I would first call the attention of the 
House to the Estate Duty Grant. The 
legal definition of the Estate Duty Grant 
is contained in the Finance Act of 1894, | 
section 19, which is referred to in the | 
Definition Clause proposed by the Govern- 
ment in this Bill. It says that in sub- 
stitution for the grant of Probate Duties , 
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| of 1888. 









































under certain named Acts—no reference 


|is made to the grant out of the Local 


Taxation Account, 1894—a new grant is 
to be made called the Estate Duty Grant, 
and that grant is specifically stated to 
be “one sum.” I direct the attention of 
hon. Members to the fact that the grant 
we are dealing with is “one grant” ; it 
is declared by the Act of Parliament to 
be “one sum,” not three separate sums— 
one sum which is to be paid under the 
provisions of three separate Acts of 
Parliament. Now, it is quite true that 
the Local Government Act of 1888 creates 
and defines for the purposes of that Act, 
and not, so far as I am aware, for any 
other purpose whatever, a Local Taxation 
Account ; and two other Acts of Parlia- 
ment created two finance accounts, which 
were named “ Local Taxation (Scotland) 
Account,” and “Local Taxation (Ireland) 
Account,” for the purposes of those Statutes 
respectively. There are, therefore, three 
Taxation Accounts, and what we want to 
make perfectly clear is, that the account 
from which the money is to come for the 
purposes of this Bill is the Local Taxation 
Account mentioned in the Local Govern- 
ment Act of 1888. That is a matter we 
are entitled to demand on the score of 
ordinary decencies of Parliamentary 
draftsmanship ; on the score of its being 


|ordinary “common form,” to which the 


Solicitor-General attaches so much 
importance. This is not the first time 
the Government has dealt with the Local 
Taxation Account. In the year 1896 
they passed an Act—the Agricultural 
Rates Act—in which they dealt with 


the Local Taxation Account, although 


that Act was clearly and _ expressly 
limited to England—while this Act 
is not limited to England by any 
single word—by an express provision in 
the Act itself and in the title of the Act, 
in accordance with loyalty to “common 
form” to which the Solicitor-General pro- 
fesses so much attachment. The Govern- 
ment proposed, in the definition clause in 
the Act of 1896, that the expression 
“Local Taxation Account” should have 
the same meaning as in the Local Govern- 
ment Act of 1888. That is the very Amend- 
ment that I want to move in this Bill— 
that the expression “ Local Taxation Ac- 
count” should have the same meaning in 
this Bill as in the Local Government Act 
I do this because I think it is 
perfectly necessary and proper to safeguard 
the other two Local Taxation Accounts, 
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particularly inasmuch as the fund granted | learned friend will refer to Sections 20 


by the Finance Act of 1894 is declared 
to be “one sum,” although there are three 
separate charges upon it. I would like to 
say a word about my other Amendment, 
because it is related to this one. I think 
both are necessary, but possibly one 
would be sufficient. The second Amend- 
ment I want to move is to include in the 
Title Clause of the Bill, which runs thus 


at present :—“ This Act may be cited as | 


the Tithe Rent-charge (Rates) Act, 1889,” 
the words “and shall extend to England 
only.” If the President of the Board of 
Agriculture or the Solicitor-General will 
tell me that they will accept the second 
Amendment, it may not be necessary to 
proceed with the first ; although, if they 
accept either, there will be no difficulty 
about accepting both. At all events, it 
appears to me absolutely necessary, and I 
trust that “common form” will induce 
them to assent to one or other or both of 
the Amendments of which I have given 
notice. I cannot see how they can do 
otherwise. There is nothing in either of 
the Amendments against the principle of 
the Bill or against the course taken by 
the Government on a precisely similar 
occasion. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 13, after the word ‘re- 
quires,’ to insert the words, ‘(a) The expres- 
sion “the Local Taxation Account” shall 
have the same meaning as in the Local 
Government Act, 1888.’” — (Wr. Edmund 
Rot ertson.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sm Rk. B. FINLAY: I think I can 
satisfy my hon. and learned friend that 
both the Amendments are quite unneces- 
sary, and that this Bill does not extend to 


Scotland or Ireland, but extends to Eng- | 


land only. The Amendments are abso- 
lutely unnecessary, because there is no 
tithe rent-charge in Scotland ; there are 
only teinds ; and in Ireland there is now 
no tithe rent-charge attached to the bene- 
fice. So that in the very nature of things 
the Bill can only extend to England and 
Wales, and, therefore, the first Amend- 


ment is absolutely unnecessary, and will | 


introduce words into the Bill which are 
not in the least necessary. 
Amendment is also not at all wanted. The 
Local Taxation Account is limited to 
England and Wales. 

Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


The second | 


j 


and 21 of the Local Government Act of 
1888, he will see that “Local Taxation 
Account” is the proper statutory title for 
England and Wales. The statutory titles 
of the Scottish and Irish Accounts are the 
Local Taxation (Scotland) Account, and 
the Local Taxation (Ireland) Account, 
I think my hon. and learned friend will 
see that both of his Amendments are 
unnecessary. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): The Solicitor-General’s 
explanation is the most extraordinary I 
have ever heard. Under the Bill the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue are 
ordered out of the sums payable by them 
to the Local Taxation Account on account 
of the Estate Duty Grant to pay one-half 
of the rates as the tithe. It may be that 
tithes only exist in England, but the Local 
Taxation Accounts for Scotland and Ire- 
land are bound to contribute unless a 
distinction is drawn between the accounts 
of the three countries. That is perfectly 
obvious on the face of it. The Solicitor- 
General is going against the authority of 
his own Government. If there is the 
smallest foundation for what he has said, 
the insertion of the distinction in the 
Agricultural Rating Act is perfectly sense- 
less. It was seen perfectly plainly in 
1896 that it was necessary to state that 
the fund to be charged was the Local 
Taxation Account within the meaning of 
the Local Government Act, 1888, and I 
would ask what objection there is now to 
make the thing clear? Let the Govern- 
ment say why they refuse to do now what 
they did in the case of the Act of 1896. I 
would like to hear from the Solicito:- 
General or the right hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Bill why they refuse to 
give protection to Scotland and Ireland in 
the case of this Bill. The Bill in its 
general terms is equally applicable to 
England, Scotland, or Ireland. It is an 
extraordinary thing that Unionists should 
not know that. I should have thought 
it was a part of their education to learn 
that. The Opposition know perfectly 
well why the Government refuse to give 
any reason for their action. It is because 
they are afraid to have the Bill discussed. 


Mr. LONG : The fact that the Govern- 
ment refuse to accept an Amendment does 
not prevent the Bill from being discussed. 


If my hon. and | The right hon. Gentleman asked why the 
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Government did not do in this Bill what | 
was done in the Act of 1896. The answer | 
I give is this: I have the greatest respect | 


for the right hon. Gentleman’s opinion, 
but when it comes to a question of legal 
interpretation I prefer to take the advice 
of my hon. and learned friend the 
Solicitor-General. My hon. and learned 
friend holds that there was no necessity 
for any additional words, and the Govern- 
ment agree with him. I have taken the 
very best advice before adopting the 
phraseology in the Bill, and I am advised 
that “the Local Taxation Account” is the 
statutory description of the account limited 
to England and Wales. If unnecessary 
words were put into the Act of 1896, surely 


that is no reason why it should be done. 


now. There is not the smallest doubt as 
to the fund out of which the money is to 
come, and, therefore, the Government 
decline to accept the Amendment. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): Asan 
Irish Member, I must certainly rise to 
support the Amendment of the hon. and 
learned Member for Dundee. I do not 
think it is fair to leave it open to question 
ina court of justice as to whether the 
Local Taxation (Ireland) Account might 
not be encroached upon for the purpose of 
this Bill. To my knowledge there have 
been several cases of the judges of the 
Court of Appeal differing as to the con- 
struction of what were considered in this 
House as very clear words. That being 
the case I must, on behalf and in protection 
of the Irish Local Taxation Fund, beg the 
House to pass this Amendment of the hon. 
and learned Memberfor Dundee. It is quite 
true that at present in Ireland there are 
no tithes attached to benefices, but tithes 
exist in Ireland as they always did, though 
they are now vested in a different body. 
But, as was pointed out by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth, the point is not whether tithe exists 
in Ireland ; the point is whether the money 
which is taken by this Bill for the relief 
of the English parsons could possibly be 
taken out of the Irish Fund. That is 
what I want to make perfectly clear. As 
has been said—and it was obvious to 
everyone in this House—an Act of Par- 


liament primd facie applies to the three | 


parts of the United 
it requires express words to exclude 
Ireland or Scotland. The 


Taxation Account (Ireland) and _ the 


Local Taxation Account (Scotland) are | 


Kingdom, and | 
5 5) 


Local | 
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all part and parcel of the Local Taxation 
Account. There is nothing in the word- 
ing of the Local Taxation Account to 
exclude Ireland or Scotland. Why leave 
it open to doubt? Is it for the mere 
purpose of procedure, or for the purpose 
of the carriage of this Bill through the 
House, in addition to all the powers of 
closure—closure of clauses and closure in 
every shape and form—that this Amend- 
ment is rejected? It cannot possibly do 
any harm. It may prevent the possibility 
of a mistake, and I think the Irish Mem- 
bers would be wanting in their duty if 
they did not, as far as in them lay, sup- 
port this Amendment to make it clear 
that the Irish funds shall not be 
encroached upon for the benefit of the 
clergy. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
What the Act of 1894 did was to substi- 
tute an entirely new procedure for that of 
1888. In this case it is not a question from 
which of the Local Taxation Accounts 
this money is to be taken. What this 
Bill does is to take the money out of the 
precedent heap which is collected by the 
Exchequer deforeit isallocated tothe Local 
Taxation Accounts at all. The sum which 
has to be passed is absolutely undeter- 
mined, It 1s true we have an estimate of 
£87,000, but that is a very uncertain 
estimate, and the wholeamount is charged, 
not to the Local Taxation Account, but 
to the fund from which the three Local 
Taxation Accounts are fed. If that is so, 
it is very necessary to see that no part of 
that part of the Estate Duty which is de- 
voted to the purposes of technical educa- 
tion is diverted from its proper channel by 
this Bill. If thereis no desire to avoid 
discussion on this measure, this is a case 
for avoiding ambiguity. Let us not have 
a Bill which is going to lead to lawsuits 
on matters like this, upon which your pro- 
fession is that you are doing right and 
justice. Why cannot the Government 
accept these simple words? The reason 
they do not is not because they wish to 
avoid a discussion on the Report stage, 
because I do not think the Government 
would be paltry or mean enough to do 
such a thingas that. If I were in charge 
of a Bill, 1 should welcome anything that 
would make the Bill more certain in its 
operation, and I think in this case there 
is a very strong case made for the accept- 
ance by the Government of this Amend- 
ment. 
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Sir R. B. FINLAY: The hon. Gentle- 
man says that this money is to be taken 
out of the sums payable to the Local 
Taxation Account. Now, there are three 


Local Taxation Accounts—for England, | 


Treland, and Scotland. We say this 
money should be taken out of “The 
Local Taxation Account,” and that affects 
England and Wales only. The hon. 
Gentleman has suggested that the matter 
might come into a court of law, but I do 
not see how it can possibly do so. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
Commissioners of Inland Kevenue take 
the course the law prescribes, and that is 
the course they will take. It not only can 
be brought into a court of law, but will 
be. The opposition of the right hon. 
Gentleman is the most extraordinary I 
ever heard ; it is perfectly plain that the 
interest of the English ratepayer is that 
he shall contribute as little as possible, 
and of course Ireland and Scotland must 
contribute their share from some source 
or other. 


Sr R. B. FINLAY: From what 
source ? 
Stir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Does 


the right hon. Gentleman say, where 
three people are required to pay, that 
one shall pay, but that he will not 
have a form by which the amount 
due from the other two should be 
collected ? Here are three Statutory 
Accounts to pay for the endowment of the 
English clergy, and yet he says he will 
have no form by which to compel pay- 
ment from two of them. I should say 
that outside the House of Commons the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman— 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: I should say out 
side the House what I have said here. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: His 
learning and ingenuity would not fail him 
like this outside the House. I can under- 
stand why he was not anxious to speak 
upon this Bill. I agree with the hon. Mem- 
ber for King’s Lynn that it is intended to 
pay this money out of the fund from which 


the Local Taxation Account is fed, and who | 
can say what that money is? To say the | 
least, that is a point that should be cleared | 
up, and it would be very satisfactory if | 
the Solicitor-General would explain to us | 


{COMMONS} 


| why he put into the Agricultural Rating 
_ Act that particular clause. 
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Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : I think it is 
desirable that the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue should know where they are to 
get this money from. As this Bill, as [ 
understood, was only to apply to England, 
I did not propose to interfere in this dis- 
cussion ; but now we have these very am- 
biguous words, I think some explanation 
is necessary. This ambiguity ought to be 
made clear. In the 22nd Clause of the 
Local Government Act the Commons were 
empowered to take four-fifths of one-half, 
and leave one-fifth undetermined, and that 
one-fifth was afterwards divided between 
Ireland and Scotland. But this is an in- 
terception of the money before it goes 
into any of these accounts. This amount 
is to be abstracted from the total sum, 
and a portion will have to be taken from 


the Irish and Scotch Local Taxation 
Accounts. It appears to me theselare the 
facts of the case. If the words 


“Local Taxation Account” are to be 
retained, yon should determine whether 
they refer to the Local  Taxa- 
tion Account created by the Local 
Government (England) Act, 1888. What 
we want is to make it perfectly clear that 
the Local Taxation Account mentioned is 
the account created by that Act. Other- 
wise, it would be possible to take the 
amount required out of the whole sum. 
Indeed, it looks to me that the Bill as it 
at present stands would compel you to 
take the amount out of the whole sum. 
The Amendment makes it clear that the 
money is to be taken from the sum pay- 
able under the 22nd Clause of the Local 
Government (England) Act, 1888 ; and, 
unless it is inserted, the money can be 
taken from the whole amount contributed 
to the three funds. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I have scrupulously abstained 
from taking part in this Debate, for two 
reasons. Firstly, the Bill refers to the 
clergy of a different religion from my 
own, and I have no desire to interfere 
with the inner concerns of another creed. 
Up to this Amendment I had been under 
the impression that this Bill referred to 
England and to England alone. I have 
listened carefully to the discussion which 
has taken place, and I agree with the 
learned Serjeant on the Front Opposition 
Bench that the Bill in its present form is 
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calculated to involve Irishmen. I can-| circumstances, a case is made out for 
didly confess that I approach any financial doubt and ambiguity. All I can say is 
Bill in which Ireland may be involved with | as a simple uninformed layman in finan- 
a certain amount of perhaps undue and | cial matters that it appears to me that, if 
exaggerated apprehension. Every Irish- | a certain amount is to be taken out of a 
man, irrespective of political parties, and | common fund, each contributory to that 
almost without exception, is strongly of | fund is liable to pay a portion of that 
opinion that our country is seriously over- amount, and you cannot diminish the 
taxed. That opinion is backed by the fund without diminishing the share of 
Report of a Royal Commission mainly each member of it. Therefore, if you 
consisting of Englishmen, and in face of diminish this common fund by a contribu- 


that Report we are still without any 


serious attempt to relieve us of this injus- | 
With this feeling and knowledge, | 


tice. 
we approach every financial Bill with the 


suspicion, and even the conviction, in our | 
minds that our country is in some way or | 


other cheated. That may be an unfair, but 
itis a strong suspicion. The second reason 
why I object to the clause is that this Bill 


tion to the English Church, you thereby 
diminish that portion of the fund belong- 
ing to Ireland. All I am concerned to 
say is that either there is a case of 
ambiguity or there is not. Surely if there 
| is not, Ireland ought to be relieved from 
the apprehension of being compelled to 
| pay out of her poverty and Catholicity for 
| the rich Protestant Church of England. 


is, for a good or a bad reason, going to| Under these circumstances I hope the 
add to the endowment of the clergy of | Government will see their way to accept 
the Church of England. We have no} this Amendment. As to the idea that 
Church in Ireland endowed by asingle| you must pass this Bill in the exact 
penny of public money, and the policy | words in which it was introduced in order 
has been laid down by successive Acts of | to avoid another stage, my experience has 
Parliament that religious equality should always been that such attempts, like 


be established by an absolute refusal to 
endow any Church. In face of that we 
are now presented with a Bill, one of the 
effects of which may be to tax our people 
in Ireland, who are mainly of a different 
religion, for the purpose of endowing the 
great, wealthy Protestant establishment of 
this country. You are asking a nation 


entirely free from establishment to contri- | 


bute to the endowment of a Church which 
is Protestant and English. That appears 
to me to be an intolerable position. The 
case of the Government is that our appre- 
hension is not justified, and that Ire- 
land cannot be taxed under this Bill. 
In questions of finance and in the inter- 
pretation of statutes I have no right 
whatever to press my own opinion. But 
Ihave listened to this Debate, and when I 
find the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for West Monmouthshire, who passed 
this Act, and the hon. Member for King’s 
Lym, who was his most constant, 
persistent, and able critic, in absolute 
agreement regarding the interpretation 
of this statute, what am I todo? 
right hon. Gentleman and the hon. Mem- 
ber who differed in every other respect 


If the | 


‘curses, come home to roost. 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
cannot conceive any hon. Member, whether 
he be a friend or an opponent of the Bill, 
desiring that this money should to the 
slightest extent come from Scotch or 
Irish sources for the purpose of helping 
an arrangement with which neither 
Scotland nor Ireland has absolutely any- 
thing todo. Itis perfectly clear from what 
| has fallen from the right hon. Gentleman 
| the President of the Board of Agriculture 
|and the Solicitor-General that there is 
| distinct ambiguity with regard to this 
term in the Bill. It is perfectly true 
that a different form of words was 
adopted in 1896 from that we are now 
| disscussing, but still there is a possibility 
that some ambiguity may arise in future 
which may have to be decided at very 
great cost and after very considerable 
delay by a court of law. The position 
with regard to the fund at the disposal of 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
'may be compared to a great river which 
divides itself into three streams and forms 
'asort of delta. Eighty per cent. of the 











in regard to this Bill, agree as to its; whole volume of water flows through 
interpretation in this particular, I, as a| one stream, 11 per cent. through another, 
humble layman, must come to the con-|and 9 per cent. through the third. 
clusion that their opinion is more likely | What the supporters of this Bill desire 
to be sound than not. Under these / to do is to intercept a certain portion of 
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this volume of water for the purpose of | 
irrigating one portion of the delta. 
order to intercept the water it is neces-| House when I referred to the section 
sary to construct adam, and the question | which deals with this question. The 
is whether it is to be constructed at a! Local Taxation Account was established 
point above or below where the river ' under the Local Government Act of 1888, 
divides itself into three streams. Ob- | which applies only to England and Wales, 
viously, if 
above the dam, there is a possibility of with the probate duty, to which the estate 
the other channels running drier than | duty now corresponds. Under that section 
before. What we want to know is the | fourth-fifths of the probate duty has to be 
precise point where the dam is to be con-| paid into the Bank of England to the 
structed, and whether the right hon. | Local Taxation Account, and that has to 
Gentleman is prepared to adopt some | be done in the manner prescribed in the 
form of Amendment which will render | Act. That is the Local Taxation Account, 
any ambiguity absolutely impossible, and | and it is on that account that this Bill 
which will show in the clearest and / rests. The Probate Duties (Scotland and 
most explicit language that he intends | Ireland) Act was passed in 1888 also, and 
that the water shall be intercepted not | the first section of that Act provided for 
above but below the point where the river | the opening of two perfectly separate and 
divides itself. Should the right hon. | distinct accounts. 1am much obliged to 
Gentleman refuse to permit an Amend-| the right hon. Gentleman for calling my 
ment of this kind at this stage, whatever | attention to this matter, and it is porfectly 
air of injured innocence he may assume, | clear that the Local Taxation Account re- 
the country will come to the conclusion | lates to England, and to England alone. 








728, 


In | that my right hon. friend was in the: 


the water is intercepted | The 21st Section is the one which deals. 


that the object of the right hon. Gentle- 
man is to prevent the possibility of time 
being spent on the Report stage, during 
which some of these matters might be put 
beforethe House and the country with even 


There are, therefore, three separate ac- 
counts. One is entitled the Local Taxa. 
| tion Account for England and Wales ; the 
second is the Local Taxation (Scotland) 
_Account for Scotland ; and the third is 





greater clearness than is possible at the | the Local Taxation (Ireland) Account, 
present stage. |which relates to Ireland. These two 
|accounts for Scotland and Ireland are 
established under the Act of 1888, to 
which I have already referred. The matter 
Mr. CARSON (Dublin University): I| is perfectly clear, and I have listened 
should like some information, before I| with very great surprise to the doubts 
make up my mind upon this point, as to | expressed by the right hon. Gentleman 
whether any of the sums coming to the | opposite. 
Local Taxation Account are sums of 
money coming from Ireland or Scotland.) Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: I should 
If not, I cannot see what need there is for like to know what are the suits that are 
these arguments at all. If none of this | going on every day against the Crown and 
money comes from Ireland or Scotland, the Commissioners of Inland Revenue. 
this proposal cannot possibly make any | The Solicitor-General has just made a most. 
difference to either of those countries. I) extraordinary statement. 
desire to be assured that none of this | 
money is payable to the Local Taxation | 
Account out of the probate duties from | Gentleman must really forgive my inter 
Ireland or from Scotland. I know that rupting him, but he is absolutely misin- 
under the Act of 1888 there are separate | terpreting what I said. What I said was 
accounts for Ireland and Scotland, and I| that the right hon. Gentleman cannot 
always was under the impression that | sugyest that a court of law has authority 
special provision was made for Scotch | to control the Crown in the conversion of 
and Irish accounts, and if these are really | the revenue. The court of law can decide 
separate accounts and no money comes to | as to whether different people should pay 
this fund either from Ireland or Scotland | the revenue or not. 


which is paid into the Local Taxation 
Str WILLIAM HARCOURT : This isa 


Account, I really do not see what we are 
arguing about, most extraordinary statementto come from 


Mr. Stevenson. 





Sm R. B. FINLAY: The right hon. 
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a Tory Solicitor-General, who, I believe, is 
probably a Liberal Unionist. But the 
right hon. Gentleman has not answered 
one question, which will really throw 
more light upon this matter than any- 
thing he has yet said, The right hon. 
Gentleman opposite was responsible for 
the drafting of the Agricultural Land 
Rating Act of 1896, and we ali recollect 
how the Minister for Agriculture of that 
day was supported by him throughout all 
the discussions in this House. 


Mr. LONG: I was not concerned in 
that measure. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: At any 
rate we all recollect the personal and active 
part which was taken by the Solicitor- 
General in that discussion. Now, his 
argument is that when you use the words 
“Local Taxation Account” there cannot 
be the smallest doubt that that means the 
English account and no other. If that 
be so, then why did the hon. and learned 
Gentleman put these words into the Act 
of 1896: 


“ The expression ‘ Local Taxation Account’ 
has the same meaning as in the Local Govern- 
ment Act of 1888.” 


If it is so clear—and he has expressed 
his surprise that I should have entertained 
any doubt on the matter—what doubt 
was there in his mind which made it 
necessary for him to explain those words 
“ Local Taxation Account,” when he 
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necessary words. But whoever put in those 
words knew that, as there were three 
Local Taxation Accounts, to use the words 
“ Local Taxation Account” was to use an 
ambiguous phrase. That was the reason 
why the words were inserted, for it was 
thought necessary and proper to clearly 
define the general phrase “ Local Taxation 
Account” as meaning the Local Taxation 
Account mentioned in the Act of 1888, 
which was the English Local Taxation 
Account. That is the reading of the Bill. 
It is perfectly obvious that this question 
might be raised in a court of law, and it 
is specified in the Agricultural Rating 
Act. In this Act, however, you have 
given no definition of the words, and, 
| therefore, it will follow the general rule 
that as there is not the limitation which 
was put into the Act of 1896 it falls into 
the ordinary rule, that of an Act of Par- 
liament which applies to all the countries 
alike ; and there being three Local Taxa- 
tion Accounts, and as you have made no 
specification as to which account is meant, 
as you thought it necessary to do in the 
Act of 1896, I certainly think that it 
is a reasonable argument to raise at this 
stage, and I would again ask the Govern- 
ment to reconsider their decision. When 
the Government were dealing with the 
Agricultural Rating Act these words were 
defined ; and why is it not necessary to 
define them in this case? Why should 
the Government object to insert at the 
end of this Act the words, “ this Act shall 
not apply to Ireland and Scotland,” 





believes, as he has just stated, that they | which would make the matter quite clear? 
are absolutely unnecessary? I will tell| It would be idle to pretend that the 
the right hon. Gentleman why he put in| House of Commons and the country do 





those words. He put them in because 
he knew that there was an ambiguity 
about the phrase ‘Local Taxation 
Account.” 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: I had nothing 


whatever to do with the drafting of the | 


Act of 1896, although, as the right hon. 
Gentleman has stated, I took an active 
part in the discussion. I had nothing 
whatever to do with the drafting of the 
measure, and in my opinion these words 
are unnecessary. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: It is a 
very remarkable thing, because that Act was 
drafted by one of the ablest men, who is 
now, unfortunately, not in the service of 
the Government. But he was a man who 


/not know why it is that you do not do 
| this. What is the use of having all this 
| argument upon this subject, for it simply 
| amounts to this, that you refuse to do in 
| 1899 what you did in 1896. 

Mr. LONG: I rise not only for the 
purpose of answering the questions which 
have been put to me, but also to make an 
appeal to the House. It is idle and un- 
| necessary for the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite to say that the, Government are 
resisting this Amendment because they 
do not desire to have a Report stage. If 
I may say so, with great respect, | think 
it is unnecessary to meet a statement of 
that kind at all. Our position is precisely 
the same position in which the right hon. 
Gentleman himself has repeatedly been 





would not be likely to put in any un- 


placed, and if he comes into office he may 
2:0 2 
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find himself in that same position again. 
The Opposition hold that the words which 
have been proposed ought to be inserted. 
We hold, acting upon the best legal 
advice which we can command, that these 
words are superfluous and unnecessary. 
There is no mystery about this matter. 
The right hor. Gentleman asks why the 
definition was put in the Act of 1896 and 
is to be left out of the Act of 1899 ? Imay 
say that in the original draft of the Bill 
those words were inserted, and they were 
afterwards taken out, but not for any evil 
or mysterious purpose. (Opposition cries 
of “ What words ?”) Why, the words 
that it is now proposed to insert. 
is absolutely nothing to conceal in this 
matter. The words were taken out of this 
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Act because, as used in the Act of 1896, | 
| original draft. 


they were considered to be absolutely un- 


{COMMONS } 





There | 
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point. Every argument, I think, for and 
against has been fully and ably stated. 
The Government, at any rate, are cér- 
tainly unconvinced, and they cannot 
agree to the introduction of this Amend- 
ment merely because it is harmless. Under 
these circumstances I think we might 
fight the point out now in the Division 
Lobby. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : It 
appears to me that the confession con- 
tained in the speech which the right hon, 
Gentleman has just delivered has de- 
stroyed absolutely the only remnant of 
objection which one could possibly have 
to the insertion of these words. The 
right hon. Gentleman tells us now that 
these words were before him in the 
That is to say the dis- 


necessary and superfluous, and because it | tinguished draftsman upon whom reliance 
was thought that the words “Local Taxa-| has always been placed by this House 
tion Account” was a statutory and well- | thought that these words were necessary. 


understood name of a fund which only 
applied to England ; and, therefore, as this 
particular fund was not known by any 
other name, it was deemed unnecessary 
and undesirable to insert those words. 
There was no intention whatever of de- 
ceiving Parliament. The Ministers on 
this side of the House who are respon- 
sible, are satisfied that there is no neces- 
sity whatever for the insertion of those 
words, because the proposal, as it stands, 
conveys the necessary meaning; and 
because the Opposition take a different 
view we are accused of being unreason- 
able, and of desiring to avoid a Report 
stage simply because we will not allow 
hon. Gentlemen opposite to dictate to us 
what we shall do in regard to our own 
Bill. I think hon. Gentlemen opposite 
are really carrying their opposition to 
this Bill to a very unreasonable extent 
when they ask us to accept Amendments 
which are altogether unnecessary, and 
which the Opposition alone think are de- 
sirable. I do not think there is any 
reason for hon. Members to be alarmed at 
this proposal. My real object, however, 
in rising is that I desire to make an 
appeal to hon. Gentlemen opposite. We 
have a great many Amendments and new 
clauses still before us, and I have no 
doubt many hon. Members opposite de- 
sire to discuss them. I do, therefore, 
appeal to hon. Gentlemen opposite 
whether it is not now desirable that the 
Committee should be allowed to proceed 
at once to a Division upon this particular 


Mr. Long. 








Mr. LONG: I beg the hon. Member's 
pardon, for the draftsman struck out the 
words himself. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: That 
is another confession. We shall get at 
the real history of these words by-and- 
bye. I should like to know how the 


| words came to be put in the draft at all if 


the draftsman himself took them out. I 
will go a step further and say that the 
great significance of this Debate is the 
stubborn resistance which the Govern- 
ment have offered to the words which 
were in the Bill originally, and which 
they have now confessed were harmless. 
I will not make any imputation as to the 
motive which induced them to offer this 
resistance, but I will go on and makea 
confession equally candid. I will admit, 
for my own part, that if the Government 
had not inserted those words in the Act 
of 1896, and if they had not defined 
these words in two previous Acts, I 
should not have thought it necessary to 
raise the question now ; but when I find 
that in the Act of 1896 they thought it 
necessary to define the words by a special 
reference to a particular Act, and when 
four years afterwards they propose 
another Bill using the same words, but 
deliberately and for express purposes 
refuse to limit those words by inserting 
the same definition, there is certainly 
something very suspicious about the 
matter. The right hon. Gentleman him- 
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self now admits that this Amendment is 
not unreasonable. 


Mr. LONG: I admit nothing of the 
kind. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
understood the right hon. Gentleman to 
say that, but I will not press the matter 
an inch further. My object was to make 
it perfectly certain, according to the com- 
mon forms followed by draftsmen who 
prepare the Bills for this House, that this 
Bill relates to England only. I told the 
right hon. Gentleman previously that if 
he would allow that common form to be 
added to the Bill applying it to England 
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direction? It seems to me that that 
would meet the whole case. I do not 


myself agree that there is any real danger 
in this matter, and I merely rise in the 
hope that I may persuade my right hon. 
friend to get this difficulty out of the 
way. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I think the 
course of this discussion has shown quite 
clearly that even experts differ in their 
interpretation of these Statutes. But is 
there any wonder that we should be 
alarmed at this particular thing when we 
come to consider what will be the course 
of procedure in carrying out the enaet- 
ments contained in the provisions of this 


only, I should make no particular point | Bill? The course of procedure will be 
about the Local Taxation Account, and I | that the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
should be content with hisdeclaration that | will be pressed, to use the words of the 
the Act was to extend to England only. | hon. Member for King’s Lynn, to “ create 
Reference has been made to Ireland. The | an interception,” and this thing will 
Irish Tithe Rent-charge Bill is now /|all be settled behind the scenes, and it 
before the House, the Attorney-General | will be months, and perhaps even more 
for Ireland being responsible for it. That | than a year, after the money has all been 
is a Bill in which it is made perfectly | paid away before we shall be able to find 
clear in the title and in every clause that | out in what proportion the distribution of 
you are dealing with the Irish Tithe the money has been made. It is not an 
Rent-charge in Ireland only, and there | extraordinary demand to make that this 
isnot the faintest doubt about it. The | question should be put beyond the region 
Irish Attorney-General does not hesitate | of doubt and controversy, which it is 
to use the ordinary common form, for the | quite easy to do. In their proposal the 
title clause runs : |Government, instead of inserting a 
a, des ‘ _._.. | reference which would have left no 
“This Bill may be cited as the Irish Tithe |) ..ipility of doubt as to the course of 
Rent-charge Bill, and shall extend to Ireland | P / . 
only.” | procedure which was to be adopted by 
'the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, 
I want corresponding words introduced | depart altogether from the precedent 
into this Bill, and if the right hon. Gentle- | of previous Acts of Parliament. There- 
man will promise to accept a similar | fore it is natural that we should be 
definition clause my objection to the | doubtful and a trifle nervous when we see 
vagueness of his proposal will be entirely | this departure from the ordinary pro- 





removed, and I shall not even advise my 
friends to go to a Division. If the right 
hon. Gentleman does not do this I am 
afraid we shall have to put hon. members 
to the trouble of another Division. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans) : As a hearty supporter of this 
Bill, may I be allowed to make a sugges- 
tion to my right hon, friend in the inte- 
rests of expedition? We have already 
spent about two hours upon this point, and 
if the right hon. Gentleman does not 
wish to accept these words himself I 
desire to ask him if he will agree that 
they shall be introduced in another place; 
or, at any rate, will he promise to use the 
influence of the Government in that 








| cedure in previous Acts, and it is ridiculous 


for the Minister in charge of the Bill and 
the Solicitor-General to laugh at the 
doubts which arise in our minds, and to 
endeavour to make out that there is no 
danger whatever. What we are afraid of 
is very simply stated. It may be that a 
court of law, after careful investigation, 
would decide this matter on the lines laid 
down by the Solicitor-General, but it may 
mean that the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue may take a different view, and 
say that it was the meaning of the Statute 
that they should first of all take the 
Estate Duty Grant, which is made under 
that clause out of the £30,000 which 
is required by this Act, and then pro- 
ceed to distribute that grant in the 
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parishes which are laid down in the 
provisions of the Act, and which may be 
applied to England, Scotland, and Ireland. 
We have had to suffer more than once in 
the past from friendly calculations of this 
kind ; and in this case it would not be a 
too friendly calculation, for the money 
does not get into the Treasury at all. 
The whole discussion is just another 
illustration of the inconvenience and ob- 
jectionable character of the new finance— 
this system of interceptions of the tax- 
payers’ money on its way to the Treasury. 
It must lead to the greatest possible, mis- 
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is danger of an ambiguity and nothing 
that has been said by the Government 
affords any solid reason against the re- 
moval of that ambiguity by the insertion 
of the words of the Amendment. 


Mr. WALTER LONG rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 





understanding and difficulty. 
events, it is perfectly clear that there! Noes, 173. 
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Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hn. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hn. James H. Cecil 
Hubbard, Hn. Evelyn 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jefireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jollitfe, Hon. H. George 


| Kemp, George 


Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward , 
Fergusson. Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane. | 
| Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 


| Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Campbell, RtHn J.A (Glasgow | 


Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 


Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James 


| Lafone, Alfred 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 


| Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 


Leighton, —, 
Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset 


| Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn (Swan’a 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


| Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(Cityof Lon. | 


Gibbs,Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) | 
| Lorne, Marquess of 


Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


| Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon | 


Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liver’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 


Lowe, Francis William 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lubbock, Rt. Hn. Sir John 
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Lucas- 
Lyttel 


‘Macar 


Macdo 
Maclv 
Macle: 
M'Iver 
Malco! 
Martir 
Melvil 
Meyse 
Milba 
Milner 
Milton 
Milwa 
Monk, 
Monta 
Moon, 
Moore 
More, 

Morga 
Morris 
Morto’ 
Muntz 
Murra 
Murra 
Murra 
Myers 
Newan 
Nicol, 

North 
O'Neil 
Penn, 

Perey, 


Abrah 
Allan, 
Alliso: 
Ambri 
Asher. 
Ashto 
Asqui' 
Ather 
Austil 
Austil 
Barloy 
Bayle 
Beaun 
Billso1 
Birrel 
Blake. 
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Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
‘Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Miver, Sir Lewis (Edin. W.) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Buddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 

Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants.) | 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Muntz, i 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon.Sir H.Stafford 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 


Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
‘Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
‘Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh. | 
Clough, Walter Owen 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
‘Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
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| Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
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Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R.(Lancs Newton) | 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Priestley,SirW Overend( Edin. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col, Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep’! | 
Ridley,Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas.Thomson | 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Savory, Sir Joseph 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 


| Seton-Karr, Henry 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks. ) 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Spencer, Ernest 


| Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 


Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 


| Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


Stephens, Henry Charles 


NOES. 


| Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 


Davitt, Michael 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 


' Dunn, Sir William 


Ellis, John Edward 

Evans, Samzel T.(Glamorgan) | 
Evershed, Sydney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Fowler, Rt.Hn. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harwood, George 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 


Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Hogan, James Francis 


Holland, Wm. H. (York, W.R. | 


| Horniman, Frederick John 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
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| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G. (Oxf'd U.) 
Thorburn, Walter 


| Thornton, Perey M. 
| Tollemache, Henry James 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 


| Warde, Lieut.-Col.C.E.(Kent) 


Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 


| Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 


| Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. #H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 


Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Johnson-Ferguson, J. Edw. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnsirU. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir John G, Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry, 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Macaleese, Daniel 


| M‘Donnell, Dr.M.A. (Qn’s C.) 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 


| M‘Ewan, William 


M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred 

Maden, John Henry 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Montagu, Sir S.( Whitechapel) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Morley, Chas. (Breconshire) 


| Morley, Rt. Hn. J.(Montrose) 
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Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Captain Cecil W. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, James F. C. (Cork) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 

Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, G. W. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG.A.(Lnes.SW) | 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, Jn. E. (Waterford) 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8.E. 


Question put accordingly, 
words be there inserted.” 


Abraham, W. (Rhondda) 
Allan, W. (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
Bryee, Right Hon. James 
Buchanan, T. Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davitt, Michael 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. ¢: 

et ee Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dann, Sir William 


{COMMONS} 


Rickett, J. Compton | 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) | 


| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 
| Robson, William Snowdon 
| Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | 
| Schwann, Charles E. 
| Seott,Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) | 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 

| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B) 

| Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfars.) 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 





Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


“That those | 
Noes, 250. 


AYES. 


| Elis, John Edward 


Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Evershed, Sydney 


| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 


Fenwick, Charles 


| 


| 
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Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8, 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T, 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.)' 
Wills, Sir William Hen 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, Jos. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddersé. 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 174; 
(Division List, No. 251.) 


Logan, John William 
Lough, Thomas 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 


| Macaleese, Daniel 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


| Gold, Charles 


Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rc. Hn. Charles H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holland, W. H. (York, W. R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humpbreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacovy, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSirU, 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


| Kilbride, Denis 


Kinloch, Sir J. G. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 


| Lambert, George 
| Langley, Batt 


Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 


| Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 


Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 


MacDonnell, Dr. (Queen’s Co.) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 


| M‘Dermott, Patrick 


| O’Connor, Arthur (Donega 














M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Leod, John 
Maddison, Fred. 
Maden, Jolin Henry 


, Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 


, Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) 


Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morgan, W. Pritchard(Merthr. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O'brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


O’Brien, Patrick eres 
) 
O'Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 
O'Malley, William 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Palmer,George Wm. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.} 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(Lancs,SW 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 


Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
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Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighsh. 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sinclair, Capt.John(Forfarsh. ) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn | 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

Barry, RtHnA.HSmith-(Hunts 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol) 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bhownagzgree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHnJ. A. (Glasgow) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke,SirEdward (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. | 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
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Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8S.) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Southport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 


NOES. 


| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


| Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
; Compton, Lord Alwyne 
| Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 


Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell,Col. Edw. T.D. 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd(Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Doxford, William Theodore 


Drucker, A 


| Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
| Monge Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 


Fardell, Sir T. George 


| Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
| Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 


| Gibbons, J. Lloyd 


Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond) 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnG.J(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


| Graham, Henry Robert 


Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Hall, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George , 
Hanbury, Rt.Hn. Robert Wm. 
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Wilson, Charles a (Hull} 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.), 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 

Wilson, J.H. (Middlesbrough) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddersf.. 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


Hanson, Sir Reginald 


| Hardy, Laurence 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter 
Hoare, EdwBrodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henr 
Holland,Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


| Howard, Joseph 
| Howell, William Tudor 


Hozier,Hn. James HenryCecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn ; 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jefireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway,kt. Hn.Sir John H, 
Kenyon, Somes 

Kimber, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Leighton, — 

Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool), 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquis of 

Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M.. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


| Milner, Sir Frederick George. 


Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
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Monk, Charles James 

Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F.(Monmouthsh. ) 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 


O'Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes Newton) | 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, SirW.Overend (Edin 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
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| Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlepool) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon SirMatthewW 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 


Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 

| Seton-Karr, Henry 

| Sharpe, William Edward T. 





| Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Northcote,Hon.Sir H.Stafford | 
| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 


Robertson, Herbt. (Hackney) | 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxford Uni. 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 


| Tomlinson, Wm. Ed. Murray 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 


| Valentia, Viscount 


Wanklyn, James Leslie 


| Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E. (Kent) 


Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 


| Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm. 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wolltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Are 
Young,Commander (Berks, P.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 





Rankin, Sir James Strauss, Arthur 


Rentoul, James Alexander 


*Mr. J. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, 
W.): I beg to move the Amendment 
standing in my name to leave out Sub- 
section (a). I do not feel that there is 
any reason whatever, after what has been 
said, why that sub-section should appear 
in the Bill at all. The meaning of the Es- 
tate Duty Grant is perfectiy clear, and Ido 
not think any object can be served by 
the insertion of the words contained in 
the sub-section. I therefore move that 
the sub-section be omitted. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 14, to leave out Sub-section 
(a).”"—(Mr. J. H. Roberts.) 


Question proposed, “That Sub-section 
(a) stand part of the clause.” 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: The Govern- 
ment cannot accept the Amendment, 
because we regard the words as absolutely 
necessary 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon, | 


etc.): I do not see that these words are 
necessary at all. There is only one 
Estate Duty Grant, and the Commis- 
‘sioners can, without the aid of any 
interpretation clause, see exactly what 
the meaning is. 

similar 


Mr. WARNER: I have a 


Amendment on the Paper, and I think, 


' separate 


' out from “ curacies ” 


Mr Anstruther 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


therefore, I ought to state why I put it 
there. It seems to me that the simplest 
way would have been not to have a 
sub-section in the definition 
clause of the Bill, but .simply to have 
said, “Given under Section 19 of the 
Finance Act, 1894” at the end of Clause I, 
It only makes the Bill more difficult for 
the layman to understand to retain the 
words as they stand now. I certainly 


‘do not see the necessity for this sub- 


section, and I shall certainly support my 
hon. friend’s Amendment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


*Mr. J. H. ROBERTS: The Amend- 
ment which I wish to move is to leave 
in Clause 2, Section 
2, page 1, line 18, to end of sub-section. 
The effect of my Amendment will be to 
withdraw from the operation of this Bill 
two or three distinct classes of benefices 
—first, parochial chapelries; secondly, 
chapelries or districts belonging, or re- 
puted to belong, or annexed, or reputed 
to be annexed, to any church or chapel ; 
and, thirdly, districts formed for ecclesi- 
astical purposes by statute. I think there 
is by this time no doubt that whatever 
the attitude of the Government as to this 
Bill may be, the real reason for its intro- 
duction is the peculiar position of the 
clergy in regard to their incomes. It is 
on account of the smallness of their 
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incomes that this Bill has been introduced. | undoa great part of what the Committee 
That this Bill is only a temporary Bill—_ has already decided upon under the first 
to last for two and a half years—is proof | clause—namely, that certain relief shall 
of that contention, and the reading of | be given in the case of tithe rent-charge 
the evidence placed before the Royal attached to benefices. The Amendment 
Commission on the subject confirms that will, in fact, eviscerate that clause. 

view in the most ample manner. I think | 

Iam therefore justified in laying down) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): Will the 
that this Bill is intended for the relief of | Solicitor-General explain the concluding 
those clergy in the country who depend | words of the section, relating to bene- 
entirely upon the proceeds of the tithe fices under the patronage of the Crown ? 
rent-charge, and my Amendment stands | 

or falls upon that point, namely, whether' Sir R. B. FINLAY: These words are 
they derive their income substantially merely put in on the principle that an 
from that source or not. I have taken Act of Parliament does not apply to the 
the trouble to go through an interesting) Crown unless the Crown is expressly 
Return upon this subject which was fur-| mentioned. 

nished to this House in 1891. It gives | 

full information as to the districts formed Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : I rise 
for ecclesiastical purposes during the years | for the purpose of drawing the attention 
1880 and 1890. Iam not going to weary | of the Solicitor-General to the fact that 
the Committee with statistics and figures | he has not replied to the most important 
from this Return, but I should like to! part of the case put forward by my hon. 
point out that any hon. Member may find | friend. I would especially draw his 
out for himself, if he studies this Return, | attention to the words “and districts 
that, so far as the majority of these dis-| formed for ecclesiastical purposes by 
tricts are concerned, the tithe rent-charge | virtue of statutory authority.” The 
assigned to them is of the smallest dimen- | question was put earlier in this Debate to 
sions. When the income of the clergy | the Government whether the Ecclesiastical 
from endowment is, on the average, from | Commissioners were or were not to derive 
£300 to £500, and when the tithe rent-| any benefit under this Bill. I remember 
charge is only £10, £20, or £30, is it | the question being put very well, and I 
just or right that the same relief in regard | remember the answer given by the right 
to the rating should be applied ?/ hon. Gentleman. It was denied that the 
I further wish to call attention to one | Ecclesiastical Commissioners were to derive 
phrase in this section which seems to me | any benefit whatever under this Bill. 
to require some explanation from the | Whathavethe Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
right hon. Gentleman opposite. I should | been doing, and what are they doing con- 
like to know what is the meaning of the! tinually ? They are forming new districts 
phrase “and chapelries or districts belong- | for ecclesiastical purposes, and those dis- 
ing or reputed to belong, or annexed, or | tricts are being formed by virtue of 
reputed to be annexed, to any church or statutory authority. But what will 
chapel.” It passes my comprehension to | happen in the future with regard to those 
understand how it is desirable or neces- | districts ? They will simply have a further 
sary to introduce into a section of this; endowment of 10 per cent. paid out of 


kind words of that character. the funds of the nation, in addition to 
, the endowment which they will get if they 
Amendment proposed— | annex any tithe in their possession to the 


a ee eT benefice. I daresay hon. Gentlemen 

ge 1, F ve out from the : ' = me ‘ 

word ‘ curacies,’ to the end of paragraph (6).”— | opposite would like to have by further 

(Mr. J. H. Roberts.) endowment of the Church of England in 
that particular way. 


Question proposed, “That the words | 
proposed to be left out stand part of the) Sir R. B. FINLAY: Districts are, of 
clause.” | course, formed in the way mentioned by 
. | the hon. Member, and they may remain 
Sir R. B. FINLAY : I hope the Com- | districts for some time without becoming 
mittee will retain these words. The parishes. If they have tithes annexed to 
Amendment moved by the hon. Gentle-| them and endowments derived from 
man is really in substance an attempt to them, then it is proper that the benefits 
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of this provision should be extended to 
such cases. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.): I object to the words in 
question, because they will enable the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners to attach a 
very large extent of tithe rent-charge 
to new districts, which they will un- 
doubtedly form as soon as they possibly 
can. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I do not wish to 
detain the Committee for more than a 
moment, but there is in line 20 a phrase 
which is not quite clear to the lay mind. 
I would like to ask the meaning of the 
word “reputed” to belong. It is used in 
two distinct places—‘“ Chapelries or dis- 
tricts belonging, or reputed to belong, 
or annexed or reputed to be annexed to 
any church or chapel.” If a thing 
belongs to any church or chapel it does 
belong to it, but surely you need not 
bring in under this Bill any thing 
“reputed” to belong. 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: A question might 
arise as to the precise extent of the Com- 
mon Law right, and this is intended to 
make the matter quite clear. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS -OWEN (Mont- 
gomery): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
say what is the difference between 
“belonging to” and “ annexed to” ? 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: “ Belonging to” 
means that which was given to the bene- 
fice when it was formed, “annexed to” 
that which was given afterwards. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The _inter- 
pretation put upon this clause by the 
Solicitor-General raises a very important 
point. It is to be extended to chapelries 
belonging to or reputed to belong to any 
church or chapel. A new district is 
formed and a chapel is endowed, that is, 
a certain sum is put aside for its use, and 
then comes the question as to how that 
money is going to be invested. The 
trustees come to the conclusion that they 
will invest the money in tithe rent-charge 
in the hands of the lay impropriator. 
The question is, is such a transaction 
within the Act? If it is, it raises a most 
important point. Suppose you purchase 
the tithe rent-charge 100 miles away ; 
directly you do so that tithe rent-charge 


{COMMONS} 
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is equal to a £50 endowment to the 
chapel, which is equivalent to adding 
£2,000 to the endowment. I should like 
to know if I am correct in my interpreta- 
tion of the clause. Instead of the whole of 
the money being handed over to the 
church, it might be divided between the 
church and the lay impropriator. The 
lay impropriator might say, “ You benefit. 
to the extent of £50 a year, therefore I 
am going to put another £1,000 on to 
the price.” 


Sm R. B. FINLAY: I doubt whether 
that question is relevant to the matter 
before the House, but I will answer it 
nevertheless. Ifa certain sum of money 
is invested for the endowment of an 
existing vicarage or of a new district, it is 
not subject to rates. The whole injustice 
is this, that, where a benefice is endowed 
with tithes, rates arecharged. If you 
have £1,000 which you wish to give toa 
church and it is invested in Consols or 
some other stock, no rates are charged. 
Therefore nothing is gained by buying 
tithe rent-charge from the lay impropria- 
tor. The same value is obtained, only it 
did not become subject to rates. The 
amount obtained is not altered by 
changing the form of investment. I think 
the question has a very remote reference 
to the subject before us. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : Then I under- 


stand the answer is in the affirmative. 


Srr R. B. FINLAY: The hon. and 
learned Member understands that per- 
fectly well. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am glad to 
have that admission. I think it raises. 
a very important point. The hon. 
Gentleman does not challenge the argu- 
ment I laid down, which is that a sum of 
money may be collected in Liverpool or 
Newcastle ; if, instead of investing it in 
Consols, you invest it in tithes in a parish 
300 miles away, you can arrange a 
deal with the lay impropriator by which 
you can give £3,000 for a thing only 
worth £2,000, and say, we do not mind 
giving you the £1,000 because we make 
£1,000, and the money after all will come 
out of the ratepayers. This is done 
under a Bill the object of which is right 
and justice. This measure will lend itself 


to transactions little short of fraudulent. 
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Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs): | 
If the Solicitor-General is correct, will not 
this Bill not only have the effect of reliev- 
ing the clerical tithe-owners of half their 
rate, but increasing the value of tithes 
generally ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I do not see how 
that arises on the question of the defini- 
tion of the words proposed to be left 
out. 





Mr. LEWIS: I wish to put a specific 
instance which arises on the Amendment 
of my hon. friend. I have in my mind a 
parish with a chapelry endowed with 
£10,000 by the mother of the lay im- 
propriator. I wish to know whether it is 
possible and how the Government pro- 
poses to meet a case in which by arrange- 
ment between the parties the lay tithe 
may be made free to the extent of one- 
half of the rates. The Government have 
admitted over and over again that the 
lay tithes have been omitted from the Bill 
because they could not, in justice, be in- 
cluded in it ; but there are cases in which 
the lay tithe-owners will be largely 
benefited under this Bill, and nothing can 
be done to prevent it. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I do not see that 
the case the hon. Gentleman refers to 
would be met by the omission of the 
words now before the Committee. 


Mr. LEWIS: If these words are 
omitted the specific transaction to which | 
I referred would not be possible under 


the Bill. Iwant to know what guarantee | 
there is that justice will be done by the | 


action the Government are taking. | 
| 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The endowment | 
to which the hon. Member referred can | 
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*THe CHAIRMAN: I think the matter 


has already been discussed. It was dis- 
cussed onan Amendment moved by the hon. 
Member for Merthyr to insert the words 
“ attached to,” and it was admitted that 
“ attached to” would cover future cases. 


Mr. D, A. THOMAS: Upon a point 
of order, Sir, I moved the Amendment, 
but I never raised that point at all, Sir. 


*TuE CHAIRMAN : It is perfectly true 
that the hon. Member did not raise the 
point, but other hon. Members did, and 
discussed it for a considerable period, 
The matter was fully gone into 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Would it not 
be in order to discuss the point in con- 
nection with the endowment of chapelries 
which are freshly endowed? I propose 
to confine myself to that point. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The difficulty in 
the way of the hon. Member is that it 
was discussed in the previous Amend- 
ment to which I referred. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I do not 
understand you to rule, Sir, that it is 
absolutely out of order, though I quite 
see the difficulty ; but it is really a most 
important point, and one upon which I 
desire to have your ruling particularly. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : In my opinion the 
case has been discussed and decided when 
the Committee decided that the words 
“attached to” should remain in the Bill. 
I do not think the question can be raised 


be made applicable to special curacies, | #41 on this Amendment. 


which has already been passed. 
| 


Mr. ASQUITH: Before you put the | 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: You have re- 
ferred, Sir, to the Amendment I moved 





Question, Sir, I should like to know | on Monday last, but I did not raise this 
whether you rule that upon the Amend- | point, and it does seem a little hard upon 
men. of my hon. friend we are not| me that, because some discussion which 
entitled to discuss the effect which this | was evidently out of order took place on 
definition clause will have if passed in its | that occasion, I should now be said to 
present shape on what I might call future | have raised the discussion. 

annexations of tithe rent-charge, which 

do not at present exist. In my judg- 

ment it is a question of great importance,| *THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
but Ido not want to be out of order in | chose to raise the same point by moving 
discussing it. | his Amendment, and there was consider- 
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able discussion on the point 
lection serves me correctly, 
long discussion on it. 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John | 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy | 
Baillie, James E. B.(Inverness | 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
‘Barry, R.Hn.A.H.Smith-(Hnt | 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Winds’r | 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol 
Beach, W. W. Bramston( Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derby.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, sal (Hertford, East) | 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wor’er.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clarke, Sir Ed. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) | 
Cornwallis, Fiennes Stanley, W | 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge | 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb.Shepherd( Bolton) | 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir Hor. D. (Chatham | 
Denny, Colonel | 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph | 


Allsopp, Hon. George | 
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AYES. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 


| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(M’ne’r 


| Finch, George H. 
| Finlay, Sir «. Bannatyne 


Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 


| FitzWygram, General Sir F. 


Flower, Ernest 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, KtHnG.J(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, G. J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 


| Hall, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 


Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
comes iy Rt. Hn. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence. 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 


| Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 


Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hn. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. a 
Hutchinson,Capt. G. W.Grice- 


| Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
| Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


Kemp, a 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James 


| Kimber, Hen 


King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafore, Alfred 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverp’]) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir Thomas (Lodonderry 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leighton, Stanley 


) 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 228; 


(Division List, No. 252.) 


| Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset 


Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans’a 
Lockwood, Lieut.Col. A. R, 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis(Edinb’gh,W, 
Malcolm, Ian 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 








| 
| 
| 








Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pae 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shopshire) 
Morgan, Hn, Fred (Monm’thsh. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newark, Viscount 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R.(Lanes. Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.} 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward. 


Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlepool) 
Ridley,Rt HonSirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
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Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) | 
Talbot,Rt Hn.J.G.(Ox’d Univ. | 
Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Ed. Murray | 


Abraham William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. b. 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James | 
Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) | 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duckworth, James 
Dunn, Sir William 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(South’ton | 
Evershed, Sydney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond | 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I 
nise that the second part of 
ment I have on the Paper is 


order, but the first part is. The object of 
that part is to limit as far as possible the 
The Committee have 


extent of the Bill. 





| Jacoby, James Alfred 

| Joicey, Sir James 

| Jones, Wim. (Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson, E. 


| Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
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| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E.(Kent 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams,J.Powell-(Birm’g’m. 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 


NOES. 


Gold, Charles 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 


| Griffith, Ellis J. 


Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hedderwick, ThomasCharlesH 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. 
Holland, Wm. H. (York, W.R.) | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 


Kilbride, Denis 


Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

LawsonSir Wilfrid(Cumb’land 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond | 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Logan, John William 
Lough, Thomas 
MacAleese, Daniel 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M'Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred 

Maden, John Mei 

Montagu, Sir S.(Whitechapel) | 
Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) | 
Morgan, W. Pritchard (Merth’r | 


| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 


Morley, Rt.Hon.J. (Montrose) | 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Moss, Samuel 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) | 
T. P. O’Connor, (Liverpool) | 


quite recog- 
the Amend- | 
not now in 
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Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 

Younger, William 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 

Palmer,Sir Chas. M. (Durham, 
Palmer, Geo. Wm. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Jos. A. (Northumh) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(Lanes,SW 
Power, Patrick Joseph* 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
tandell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S. E. 
Robertson, E. (Dundee) 
Robson, W. Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, C. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, C. E. (Stafford) 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 


Spicer, Albert 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles: 


| Stevenson, Francis S. 


Stuart,tJames (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath} 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 


| Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds,S.,); 
| Warner, Thomas C. T. 
| Weir, James Galloway 


Whiteley, George (Stockport) 


| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Williams, John C. (Notts.) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, J. (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Huddsfld) 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


NoEs.— 
Mr. Herbert Roberts and 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 


already decided that incumbents presented: 
to a living after the passing of the Act 
should receive the benefit, but they have 
not yet decided or discussed whether 
those who have been recently presented 
should receive the benefit of the Bill, I 
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should like to limit it to those who have | receive a satisfactory explanation why 
been presented to livings since the passing the clause has been so drawn I shall fee] 
-of the Agricultural Rating Act, 1896, and | compelled to go to a Division. 
before the passing of the present Act. In s 
my mind they are the only ones who can| Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: As a matter 
have had their expectations aroused of | of fact, in the Tithe Act of 1891, Sec. 9, 
having half their rates paid. There can | you are referred not merely to the Tithe 
be no kind of sense of grievance with the | Act of 1836 but to the Extraordinary 
rest, and therefore I beg to move this | Tithe Redemption Act of 1836, and to 
Amendment. the Tithe Act of 1860, so that you have 
to refer to four Acts of Parliament before 
Amendment proposed— you can get a definition. This kind of 
“In page 1, line 25, to leave out paragraph | drafting ought to come to an end. It 
{c) of Sub-section 1, — ee oo chee lends some colour to the allegation which 
er tn sacalnt ot the tithe rent-charge at the i sometimes made by people who M lo not 
date of the passing of this Act.’”—(Mr. David | Know any better that Acts of Parliament 
Thomas.) are drafted in an obscure way for the 
‘ benefit of the lawyers. You can explain 
Question proposed, “ That paragraph | in a few plain words what is meant by 
(c), of Sub-section 1, stand part of the | these terms, but instead of that a person 
clause.” | is referred from Act of Parliament to Act 
| of Parliament, and he is a very wise man 
Mr. LONG: I hope the hon. Gentle-| who after consulting them can come 
man does not mean seriously to press this | to any definite conclusion at all. With 
Amendment ; if he does, I hope the Com- | regard to the substance of the Amendment, 
mittee will reject it, because it proposes | I exoneratethe mover entirely from having 
to reverse the decisions of other stages of | supported an Amendment of mine which 
the proceedings. We are asked to limit | was the converse of this; I believe he 
the clause to incumbents now in posses-| voted against it. But we cut the Bill 
sion of their benefices; but if this Act | into two parts—those referring to past 
comes into force the same rule ought to| and future. If we could get rid of the 
apply to the new incumbent as to the old. | benefits proposed to be given to those 
who lived in the past we should be very 
this | Pleased, but if we could cut off the bene- 
fits from those who live in the future we 
| should be, perhaps, still more pleased. I 
shall, therefore, with a perfectly clear 
conscience support the Amendment. 











Mr. LEWIS: I cannot allow 
opportunity to go by without protesting 
against the “ legislation by reference” 
that we see in this particular sub-section. 
We are told that the expressions “ owner 


of tithe rent-charge” and “tithe rent- as 
charge” have the same meanings respec- | Mr. ELLIS J. GRIFFITH: As far as 


tively as inthe Tithe Act of 1891. When | I understand, the only reason why we are 
that Act is turned up it is found that a| asked to support this Bill at all is in 
reference is made to the Tithe Act of | order to do some sort of justice to these 
1836, so that to find out the meaning of | people who have suffered so much in the 
these terms the Act of 1836 has to be | past. If that is so, there is no reason 
consulted. This is a question in which | Whatever why we should confer any 
not only lawyers but laymen are becom- benefits upon future incumbents. They 








ing increasingly concerned. If the will then know perfectly well that they 
Government introduce measures of this | Will not get any benefit, and therefore they 
kind they ought to make them plain and | will have no grievance on the ground that 
simple to the ordinary intelligence. The | they are under a disadvantage as com- 
country lawyer has to have his shelves | pared with those appointed before the 
stacked with volumes of old statutes, or | passing of the Act. Consequently I 
else he is unable to explain to his shall vote for the Amendment. 

clients what the meaning of such 
a section is. The very least the} Sim J. T. BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Government could have done would have | Northwich): The desire to have Acts of 
been to refer people, not to the Act of | Parliament clear to the common under- 
1891, but to the Act of 1836. I feel so| standing is one that I hold very dear 
strongly upon this subject that unless I‘! indeed. I am delighted to have the 


Mr. D. A, Thomas. 
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opportunity of appealing once more to 
Her Majesty’s Government to take the 
advice which I have so often said has been 
given to them by the noble Lord at the 
head of the Government. Lord Salis- 


bury has declared that the method of , 


drafting Acts of Parliament was ex- 
tremely repugnant to him, and he has 
made a promise, which I hope he will 
some day fulfil, of bringing in a Bill 
which should put an end to this mischief. 
Year after year we pass Acts of Parlia- 
ment which necessitate references ad 
sauscum to former Acts, and I hope that 
these few words of mine may fall upon 
some good ground—if not onthe Treasury 
bench, then elsewhere—and that my heart 
may be gladdened some day or other by 
this advice being taken. 


Mr. LEUTY (Leeds, E.): I am some- 
what curious to know how the element 
of justice can possibly come into the dis- 
cussion of this Amendment. It may be 
argued that in some way those who have 
property in tithe rent-charge are suffering 
from some injustice, and that that injus- 
tice ought to be removed. But how can 
it be argued with regard to men who are 
in the future to be presented to benefices 
that there can be any injustice in leaving 
matters as they are? According to the 
law, of this property a portion will be 
given to the gentlemen who occupy the 
offices, and another portion will go in pay- 
ment of rates. If these gentlemen do 
not choose to take the proportion which 
the present law gives them, they have no 
need to take che office ; and if they take 
the office, how can it be said that there is 
any injustice in their emoluments being 
limited to those attached to the office ? 
Therefore the element of justice does not 
come in. 
comes in is this—that it is desired by 
Her Majesty’s Government to give addi- 
tional endowments to these offices, so that 


the gentlemen who are advanced to them | 
will find they are advanced to offices with | 
larger endowments than they have to-day. | 


The First Lord of the Treasury in the 


earlier part of the discussion made an | 


appeal which ought to come with great 


weight to any man who desires to be at | 


all fair-minded, and that was that all these 
old quarrels should beended and forgotten. 
How can we expect that old quarrels 
will be ended and forgotten when Her 
Majesty’s Government go to Dissenters, 
and to those who profess no religion at 


VOL. LXXIV. [FourtH Sertgs.} 


{13 Ju 


But what does come in? What | 
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all, and say to both, ‘“ You must and shall 
make a contribution for the increase of 
the endowments of the Church of 
England ” ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is making a statement which dangerously 
approaches a speech applicable to the 
Second Reading. 


Mr. LEUTY: I am extremely glad it 
only dangerously approache:, and I will 
try to steer farther from that point. If 
this Bill be founded on justice 1 might 


argue that at least justice was not 
involved in the proposal which the 
Amendment suggests should be left 


out, inasmuch as it would affect gentle- 
men who at present have no manner of 
interest in the property in question. As 
a Nonconformist, I should be only too 
delighted to see these quarrels forgotten. 
But if those quarrels cannot be forgotten, 
the fault lies with those who insist on 
keeping them open by measures of this 


kind. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: With regard 
to this increasing difficulty of interpre- 
ting Acts of Parliament owing to 
“legislation by reference,” I believe 
the Incorporated Law Society had the 
matter under their consideration for 
several sessions and sent appeals to the 
Government. Those appeals have been 
considered by the Solicitor-General, who 
has replied in formal words, but he is too 
busily engaged in endowing the clergy to 
attend to the far more important point of 
simplifying some of these Acts of 
Parliament. Lawyers themselves are 
complaining about it, and the difficulty, 
great as it is now, will be increased by 
means of an Act like this, which legislates 
by reference to four or five other very 
complicated Acts. I have another objection 
to this sub-section, and that is the 
interpretation sought to be applied to 
the words “owner of tithe rent-charge.” 
I really believe that if the words of the 
Tithe Act of 1891 had been incorporated 
in this Bill it would have struck 
|even Members on the other side of the 
House as being an extraordinarily unfair 


| proposition. What is the interpretation 
there? It is that if the tithe rent-charge 


is vested in the Queen in right of her 
' Crown, “owner” means “the Commis- 
| sioners of Woods” in substitution for the 
| Queen. What on earth have the Com- 


2D 
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missioners of Woods to do with the rv ‘of 
which is to be granted to the clergy | 
respect of rates which are pressing heavily 
upon them? Surely they cannot com- 
plain that they are suffering. What is 
the second definition? It is that where 
the ownership is vested in the Duke of 
Cornwall it means the Keeper of the 
Records of the Duchy of Cornwall in sub- 
stitution for the Duke of Cornwall. Who 
is the Keeper of the Records ‘of the 
Duchy of Cornwall? What are the 
Records of the Duchy of Cornwall? We 
ought to have another definition, explain- 
ing what the Duchy of Cornwall is and 
what its limits are. Why should a grant 
be made to the Keeper of the Records of 
the Duchy of Cornwall and the Commis- 
sioners of Woods, in a Bill for the reliet 
of the distress of the clergy? They have 
absolutely nothing whatever to do with 
it. The whole of that definition clause is 
confined to the Commissioners of Woods 
and Forests and to the Keeper of the 
Records of the Duchy of Cornwall, and 
we are asked to make a grant to those 


{COMMONS} 


sense which is introduced by the right 
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hon. Gentleman himself. 

Mr. LONG: I withdraw the word 
“nonsense,” but it was drawn from me by 
the statement that we propose to give 
this grant to these various people. The 
grant is expressly given, in clear terms in 
the Bill, in respect of tithe rent-charge 
attached to a benefice, and clearly such 


tithe rent-charge is not enjoyed by Her’ 


Majesty’s Commissioners. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Then if that 
is the case, what on earth do these words 
mean? This Bill is really a very stupid 
Bill. We have already decided that we 
will pay half the rates of the clerical 
owners of tithe rent—— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
the Question be now put. 


I move that 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: That is the 
best answer the right hon. Gentleman 
can give me! 








gentlemen under the Bill. 


Mr. LONG: Nonsense ! 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: What does it 


If it is nonsense, it is non- 


mean, then? 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Aseidate: Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J. (Manceh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

Barry, Rt. Hn. A. H. Smith- 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M.H.(Bristol 
Beach, W. W. Bramston( Hants 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Miehael 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys.) 
Cayzer, SirCharles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 





Question put, “That the Question be 


” 
now put. 


Noes, 107. 


AYES. 


Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cornwallis, Fiennes Stanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. Ed. T. D. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. lienty 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford. William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Elliot, Hon A. Ralph Douglas 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 187 
(Division List, No. 253.) 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldom 
Goschen, Rt Hn G. J.(StGeo.’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D. (Wed’ bury 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W- 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon. Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hill, Sir E. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead), 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
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Holland, Hon. L. R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W. Grice- 
Jebb, R. Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans.) | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Melville, 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Fir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 


| 
| 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Billson, Alfred 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Charles (Gl'sg’w) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan | 
Evershed, Sydney 

Fenwick, Charles 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hareourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 





Seresford Valentine | 
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Monk, Charles James 
More,Robert Jasper er 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. a A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Penn, John 
Perey, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,R.(Lanes. Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 
tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
tichardson,Sir T.(Hartlepool) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW. 
titehie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Kobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 


NOES. 


Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, Wim. H. (York,W.R. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E, 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 


Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 


Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morgan, W. Pritchard(Merthyr 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw. J.C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O’Connor, James ( Wicklow, W | 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


2D 2 
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Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E. (Kent) 
Welby, Lieut-Col. A. C. E. 
Williams,Joseph Powell-(Birm, 
Willox, Sir yo Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Briggs (Yorks) 
Randell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich(Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh. 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert ‘ 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. Causton. 
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Question put accordingly, “ That para- | 


graph (c), of Sub-section “y 
the clause.” 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt HnAH.Smith-(Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Be —_ 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M. H. (Bristol 
Seach, W. W. Bramston( Hants. 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
3urdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. ) | 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke,Sir Edward( Plymouth) 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. Edw.'T. D. 
tox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge | 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chath’m 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningshy Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Elliot. Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 


{COMMONS} 


stand part of | Noes, 111. 


| 


AYES. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Firbank. Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 


Giles, ‘Charles Tyrrell 
| Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) | 


Groschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D. (Wednesb’y 
Gretton, John 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. | 


Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 


Hill, Sir Edw. Stock (Bristol) | 
Hoare, Ed. Brodie (Hampstead) | 


Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William ew 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James 

Kimber, Henry 

King Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea. Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW. (Evesh’m 
Long, I tt. Hn. Walter(Liverpool 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Malcolm, Tan 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 


More,RobertJasp.(Shropshire) | 


NOES. 


Ambrose, Robert 
Asher, Alexander 










Gibbs, Hon. Vi icary(St. Albans) | 


Augustus Fredk. | 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 184 ; 


(Division List, No. 254.) 


Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’ thsh) 
Morrell, G eorge Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W yndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Penn, Jolin 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

| Pilkington, R. (Lanes,Newton) 
Platt- Higins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Richardson, SirT hos. (Hartlep’] 
Ridley, Rt. Hn. Sir MatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Stanley Hn. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, V _ ount 

W anklyn, « James Leslie 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Welby, Lieut. -Col. 
W illiams, J. Powe ML (Birm.) 

| Willox, Sir John Archibald 

| W ortley, | tt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
| Wylie, Alexander 

| Wyndham, George 

| W yndham- Quin, Mi aj. W. H. 

| Wyvill, Marmaduke d’Arey 

| Young,Commander (Berks, 'E.) 
| Younger, William 
| 

1 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
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165 Tithe Rent-Charge * {13 JuLy 1899} 
Barlow, John Emmott , Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) Keng’ James Alfred 
Billson, Alfred Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling | Kearley, Hudson E. 
Broadhurst, Henry | Kilbride, Denis 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Kinloch, Sir J. George Smyth | 
Caldwell, James | Lambert, George 
Paoueane Sir Charles (Glasgow | Lawson, Sir Wilirid (CumbTd | 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | | Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) | 
tawiey, Frederick | Leng, Sir John “ie 
Clough, Walter Owen | Leuty, Thomas Richmond . 
Colville, John | Lewis, John Herbert 
Condon, Thomas Joseph | L loyd: George, David 
Crilly, Daniel | Logan, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) Macaleese, Daniel 
Curran, a (Sligo, S.) | MacDonnell, Dr. M.A.(Qn’sC. 
Dalziel, James Henry M‘Crae, George 
Davitt, Michael | M‘Dermott, Patrick 
Dillon, John | M‘Ghee, Richard 
Donelan, Captain A. | M‘Laren, Charles 
Doogan, P. C. M‘Leod, John 
Duckworth, James Maddison, Fred. 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan | Maden, John Henry 
Evershed, Sydney Montagu, Sir $. (Whitechapel) | 
Fenwick, Charles Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) | 
Flynn, James Cristopher Morgan, W. Pritchard(Merthyr | 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Mor ley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Gold, Charles Moss, Samuel 
Gourley, Sir E. Temperley =| Norton, Capt. Cecil William | 
Griffith, Ellis J. Nussey, ewe Willans 
Haldane, Richard Burdon | O’?Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William | O’Connor, T. P. (Liv erpool) 
Harwood, George Oldroyd, Mark 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- | O’Mailey, William 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | Pp ickersgill, Edward Hare 


Jenjamin 


Mr. Ba.rour rose in his place and) Question 


claimed to move, “That the Question 
. | now put.” 
‘That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill’ be | 


now put.” | Noes, 97. 


AYES. 


sutcher, John George 
| Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. ) 
| Cayzer, Sir Charles W illiam 
| Cecil, E. (Hertford, East) 

| Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. | 

Jalfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manceh’r | Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) | Chamberlain,'J.A.(Worcester) | 
Barnes, Frederic Gorrell | Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Barry, RtHnAH Smith-(Hunts | Charrington, Spencer 
Bartley, George C. T. Chelsea, Viscount 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj’n_ | Clarke, Sir E. (Plymouth) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir.M.H. (Bristol | Coddington, Sir William 
Beach, W. W. Bramston( Hants. | ¢ ‘oghill, Douglas Harry 
Begg, Ferdinand F ‘aithfull | Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Cook, ¥. L. (Lambeth) 
Biddulph, Michael | Cornwallis, Fiennes 8. W. 


Allsopp, Hon. George 

ye Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 





Bigwood, James Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Blundell, Colonel] Henry | Cox, Irwin E. Bainbridee 


lc ross, A. (Glasgow) 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
| Cubitt, Hon. ary 

| Curzon, Viscount 

Dalry mple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Jousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burdett- Coutts, W. 


put, “That , the 
‘That Cle wuse 2 stand part of the Bill’ be 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List, No. 255.) 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Briggs (Yorks.) 
Randell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles E. (Statford) 
Shaw, Thomas ‘gine 2k B.) 
Sine lair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (F lint) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donald (Westmeath) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. } 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8S.) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. Causton. 


Question 


184 ; 


Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannat yne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Hz _ S. (Suffolk) 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
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Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J. (St.Geo’s 
Gaoschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Rone, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D. (Wednes)’ y 
Gretton, John 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Riginald 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. 
Hill,Sir Edw. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampste’d 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt. G.W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, James 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea,Sir Thomas (Londonderry) 
Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset) 
Llewellyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Liverpool 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Jarlow, John Emmott 

Billson, Alfred 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Charles (Glasgow 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter? Owen 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir Edw. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 

Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 


| Macartney, W. G. 


Trotter 


{COMMONS} 


Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 

More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W yndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Penn, John 

Perey, Ear] 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, R.(Lanes, Newton) 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley.SirW.Ove = din. 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert | 
Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Richardson,Sir T. (Hartlepool) 
Ridley, - Hn.Sir MatthewW. 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
{obertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 


NOES. 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnaryonsh. ) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Lawson,Sir Wilfrid(Cumb’land 
Leese, SirJ osephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 

L loyd- George, David 

Logan, John William 
MacAleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M A(Queen’sC 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Gee, Richard 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) 
Morgan, J. Bi he Nee ea 
Morgan, W. Pritchard(Merth. ) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O'Connor, . ge rg 4 icklow, W. 
Temperley | 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liv erpool) 
Oldroyd, Mz ei 


0’ Mailey, William 


| Pearson, Sir Weetman D. \ 
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Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, “James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napler 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 


Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. o - nt) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. > 
Williams, Jos. Powe at Birv, 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

W yndhi un, George 

W yndham-Quin, Vi: ajor W. H. 
Wyvill, Marm: uluke D’ Arey 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
Younger, Willian 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Pic kersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S.) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts. 
Wilson, “tenant Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
Causton. 
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Question put accordingly, “That Clause 
v OJ? 


“Asher, Alexander 





2 stand part of the Bill.” 


Slleopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man.) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W. (Leeds) | 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHn AHSmith-(H’nts) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Brstl.) 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants) 
Bege, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Soscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derby.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chainberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, Sir Edward (Plymouth 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes Stanley W. | 


-Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 


Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


‘Curzon, Viscount 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 


_ Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wim. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Abraham, Wiiliam (Rhondda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 
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| Noes, 101. 


| 


AYES. 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
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Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 
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Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Rt HnGJ (StGeorge’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gretton, John 

Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hill, Sir E. S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hon. L. R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir W. Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir Thomas( Londonderry) 
Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans'a 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maleolm, Ian 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 


NOES. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 


| 
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The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 184 ; 
(Division List, No. 256.) 


Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 

More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F.(Monmouthsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, R.(Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley,SirW.Overend( Edin. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

tankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Richardson, Sir T.( Hartlepool) 
Ridley,Rt. Hn.Sir Matthew W. 
titchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, T.H. (Stalybridge 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke d’Arey 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—NSir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Billson, Alfred 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Charles (Glasgow 
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Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. ; Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) ; Randell, David is | 
Cawley, Frederick | Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) | Reckitt, Harold James ani 
Clough, Walter Owen Leng, Sir John | Roberts, J. H. (Denbighs) b 
Colville, John Leuty, Thomas Richmond | Robson, William Snowdon e 
Condon, Thomas Joseph Lewis, John Herbert | Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees} qu 
Crilly, Daniel Lloyd-George, David | Schwann, Charles E. me 
Cro-s, Alexander (Glasgow) Logan, John William | Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) tio 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) Macaleese, Daniel | Shaw, Charles E. (Staftord) re 
Dalziel, James Henry MacDonnell,DrM. A(Queen’sC | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) et 
Davitt, Michael M‘Crae, George | Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) cat 
Dillon, John M‘Dermott, Patrick | Smith, Samuel (Flint) sul 
Donelan, Captain A. M‘Ghee, Richard | Souttar, Robinson titl 
Doogan, P. C. M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin | Spicer, Albert 18! 
Duckworth, James M‘Leod, John | Steadman, William Charles a 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) |» Maddison, Fred. | Stevenson, Francis 8. the 
Fenwick, Charles Maden, John Henry | Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Flynn, James Christopher Montagu, SirS. (Whitechapel) | Thomas, Alfred (Glam., E.) ) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen | Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) Me 
Goddard, Daniel Ford Morgan, W. Pritchard(Merthyr | Trevelyan, Charles Phillips ale 
Gold, Charles | Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Wallace, Robert Cor 
Gourley,SirEdward Temperley | Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, §.) mel 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William | Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Weir, James Galloway lear 
Harwood, George | Nussey, Thomas Willans | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer ae 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) | Williams, Jolin Carvell(Notts) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) | Wilson, Jolm (Durham, Mid.) the 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) Oldroyd, Mark | Wilson, John (Falkirk) ear] 
Jacoby, James Alfred O'Malley, William | Yoxall, James Henry he | 
dones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) Pearson, Sir Weetman D. | wor 
Kearley, Hudson E. Pickersgill, Edward Hare | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Kilbride, Denis Power, Patrick Joseph | Mr. Herbert Gladstone and no I 
Lambert, George Provand, Andrew Dryburgh | Mr. Causton. in f 
the 
Clause 3 :— subject. We have already other Acts the 
ad dealing with tithe—I do not know shot 
Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs):| how many—and it would be an any 
The Amendment I have to move is a per-| advantage if anyone wished to turn it si 
fectly innocent one, and in ordinary cir-| it up and refer to it,so as to understand som 
cumstances I am certain it would have | its meaning, if the word I have suggested noth 
been accepted by the Government. were inserted. I think that the clergy- am 
, men who gain by this Bill will not deny Gen 
Attention called to the fact that forty that they are obtaining relief, and the affec 
Members were not present; House Government will not deny that they are meni 
counted, and, forty Members being found | giving the clergy relief. Iam sure the tion 
present : | Amendment will not do the Bill any hon. 
f harm, and it better expresses the object of C0-O} 
Mr. DALZIEL: I was saying that my the Bill than the present title. I hope missi 
Amendment is a perfectly innocent one, | the hon, and learned Member the Solicitor- had | 
and under ordinary circumstances I should | General will accept the addition of the I qui 
have hoped that it would have been word sc Relief,” and make it unnecessary a ver 
accepted. But I am afraid the attitude | to have further discussion. what 
of the - Government towards all Amend- The 1 
ments, innocent and uninnocent, gives; Amendment proposed— the r: 
me little hope that I shall be any more | every 
successful than some of my colleagues! “In page 8, line 1, after the word ‘ Rates,’ and 0 
: a ? . +f 229 ® wee ~ 
have been with their Amendments. The | to insert the word ‘Relief.’”—(Mr. Dalziel.) he gi 
object of my Amendment is to alter ‘ eh ord simpl 
the title of the Bill from “ Tithe Rent- | Question proposed, That the wor natur 
charge (Rates) Act, 1899,” to “Tithe | ‘Relief’ be there inserted. : Tith 
Rent-charge (Rates Relief) Act, 1899.” | So far 
That is an Amendment which I think is | Sir R. B. FINLAY: I know how itis r 
obvious on the face of it. The Solicitor-| anxious the hon. Gentleman is to save the the er 
° e ‘Reus 5 ° ° 
General will agree that the title of an Act | time of the Committee, and it gives me A bet: 
of Parliament should, as far as possible, some pleasure in these circumstances to Bill ; 
convey the meaning of the Act and give say at once that I am not able to accede stipen 
it a particular identification from all | to his request. He said that his Amend- is rea 
other Acts dealing with the same ment was an innocent one, but innocence | £87,0 
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is not quite enough to induce its accept- 
ance. It is necessary that there should 
be something in the Amendment. I am 
quite unable to see why the title of the 


measure should be amended in the direc- | 


tion desired. It is not usual to go into 
detail in the title if it sufficiently indi- 


cates the general subject dealt with. That | 


subject is sufficiently indicated in the 
title, “Tithe Rent-charge (Rates) Act, 
1899,” and therefore I cannot recommend 
the acceptance of the Amendment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: As another 
Member anxious to save the time of the 
Committee, I wish to support the Amend- 
ment of my hon. friend. The hon, and 
learned Solicitor-General says that the 
mere fact of innocence is not enough for 
the acceptance of an Amendment; but 
earlier in the evening the only argument 
he advanced for the retention of some 
words in the Bill was that they would do 
noharm. But that is not my argument 
in favour of the Amendment. I think 
the title of a Bill ought to indicate clearly 
the nature of the Bill, so that the public 
should know what really its object is. If 
anyone looked at the title of the Bill as 
it stands, he would think that it had 
something to do with rating. It has 
nothing whatever to do with rating. I 
am sure the hon. and learned Solicitor- 
General will admit that. It does not 
affect rating; it does not touch assess- 
ment ; and there is nothing about valua- 
tion init. If the recommendations of the 
hon. member for Stroud and those who 
co-operated with him on the Royal Com- 
mission had been adopted, and changes 
had been made in the rating of the clergy, 
I quite admit that this might have been 
avery fair description of the Bill. But 
what is the nature of the transaction? 
The rating of the clergy is not touched ; 
the rates of the clergy are not touched ; 
everything is to remain exactly as it is, 
and only a certain amount of relief is to 
be given to the clergy. If you want a 
simple, condensed description of what the 
nature and character of the Bill is, it is 
“Tithe Rent-charge (Rates Relief) Bill.” 
So far as the popular mind is concerned 
it is really a Bill granting an addition to 


the endowment of the Church of England. | 


A better description would have been “a 
Bill for making an addition to the 
stipends of the clergy,” for its object 
is really a vote by Parliament to add 
£87,000 a year to the salaries or stipends 
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|of the clergy of the Established Church. 
|I think the Committee ought to charac- 
'terise this Bill according to the real 
‘nature of the transaction embodied in it. 
Why should the Government be afraid of 
it unless they are ashamed of this trans- 
action? Why not call it by its proper 
name? They are actually afraid to put 
/in a condensed form the character of the 
| transaction. 


| Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
join in the appeal to the Solicitor-General 
to be reasonable. The Government have 
not up to the present exercised much 
reason in regard to the conduct of this 
Bill. [am bound to admit that there have 
been Amendments which I have supported 
which have perhaps been not quite so sen- 
sible as this. I cannot conceive anything 
more just than to ask that the Bill should 
be described in language in harmony with 
its nature. This is essentially an “Out- 
door Relief Bill.” Had I been consulted, 
I should have suggested as a description, 
“Tithe Rent-charge Out-door Relief Bill.” 
Had we innocents, who are not favoured 
with a knowledge of the law, not been 
joining in the discussion of the Bill, we 
should not have known the meaning of 
it from its title, which is absolutely mis- 
leading. It is a strong thing to say that 
the Government gave it this title in 
order to mislead. I should not like 
to be so offensive as to suggest 
that ; but many people would say 
so, and I am bound to admit that they 
would not be indulging in great in- 
accuracy. I think I know what the 
Solicitor-General is after ; it is to see that 
nothing is done, or undone, that will neces- 
sitate a Report stage. I really think we 
ought to have one small concession in the 
demands of reason, truth, and justice 
before we part with this Bill. 


| 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I think this is 
an Amendment which the hon. Gentlemen 
opposite might very well accept. It is 
very reasonable, and the arguments on 
which my hon. friend based it must com- 
mend themselves to the Committee. I 
hope my hon. friend, unless he gets a far 
more satisfactory reply than he has done,. 
will press the Amendment to a Division. 
The hon. and learned Member opposite 


has frankly acknowledged that we on this 


side of the House have no desire to pro- 
long proceedings, and for my part, 


‘although the closure has been moved 
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against me more than once, I have not 
-_put a single Amendment on the Paper 
that has not been in order. Well, the hon. 
and learned Member said it was not 
enough for an Amendment to be childlike 
-and innocent. I do not know what he 
meant; but I remember his Leader 
coming down here and saying that on 
certain matters he was a child. In this 
matter we are children, and I do not think 
the hon. and learned Gentlemen ought to 
take any exception to.us on that ground. 
The title of the Bill as proposed by the 
hon. and learned Member is distinctly 
misleading. It says, “This Act may be 
cited as the Tithe Rent-charge (Rates) 
Act, 1899.” After the discussions 
we have had, who can say in truth that 
that is an accurate description of the 
Bill? It only applies to one section of 
tithe rent-charge, to the tithe rent-charge 
attached to a benefice, and I say that the 
title is a distinct misnomer. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
That is not the point before the Commit- 
tee. The point is the word “ relief.” 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: It is not a relief 
to the lay impropriator, or to the tithe 
rent-charge belonging to colleges and 
schools. But even as it is, the word “ re- 
lief” will make the title more appropriate 
to the character of the Bill. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): I really 
think that this additional word “relief” 
does describe the purpose of the Bill more 
accurately than the description the 
Government have adopted. We are told 
the true principle underlying the Bill is 
the principle of justice, and that it was 
introduced in order to do justice to the 
clergy who have paid too much rates. I 
cannot see that the addition of this word 
“relief” interferes with the principle of 
justice. Then we are told that the Bill 
was introduced for personal services. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: This is not the 
opportunity for reviewing all the Debates. 


Mr. NUSSEY : I bow to your ruling, 
Mr. Lowther. I would like to show that 
this word “relief” more accurately de- 
scribes the character of the Bill than the 
Government in its infinite wisdom 





*THeE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is now repeating arguments which have 
already been used. 

Mr. D, A. Thomas. 
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Mr. NUSSEY: I will not go beyond 
that. The actual interpolation of the 
word “relief” does not cast any slur 
whatever on the clergy. I am sure my 
hon. friend would not have moved it if he 
thought the word cast any slur on the 
clergy at all. The object is more 
accurately to convey to the electors at 
large the real object of the Bill, and as 
such I hope the Government will accept 
it. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: Whenever 
the Government do not like the real 
object of a Bill to be exposed they 
always adopt amisnomer of a title, 
For instance, they introduce a “ Rating 
Machinery Bill.” But it is not a Bill for 
rating of machinery, but for the exemp- 
tion of machinery from rating. I do not 
like the title of the Bill, or even the title, 
“The Clergy Relief Bill.” To paraphrase 
a classical quotation, ‘“ How unhappy 
could I be with either.” But by any 


other name this Bill would be to me 
equally unsweet. 
Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 


side): I have no legal knowledge, and 
therefore it is almost presumption for me 
to follow the Solicitor-General, but I do 
not understand the meaning of the word 
‘“‘rates ” as introduced. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
That is not the Question. The Question 
is that the words “rates relief” should 
be inserted. 

Mr. MADDISON : I think the word 
“relief” should certainly be inserted, be 
cause unless you have something to 
indicate the character of the Bill, you will 
have a peculiar anomaly. Take the City 
of Sheffield. The title, “Tithe Rent 
Charge (Rates) Bill,” would be entirely mis 
leading to that great Yorkshire city, because 
the rates there do not apply to tithe rent- 
charge at all. There is not in that city a 
single penny of tithe rent-charge, although 
of course, as my hon. friend reminds 
me, the inhabirants of that city will have 

‘to pay. That is part of the policy of the 
| Bill that I am not allowed to go into, and 
' I do not wish to appear to do so. My only 
point is that this Bill is misleading, be 
cause it gives a title that has n0 
application to certain districts of the 
country. Therefore, if the word relief, or 
if some other better word than relief, 
‘could be inserted in the title, it would 
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give not merely an innocent appearance 


to the Bill, but an accurate description 
to the Bill itself. I certainly do think, 


Tithe Rent-Charge 


while I cannot agree with the hon. 
Member for Leicester that this is the 


most important Amendment moved, that 
it is a substantial Amendment, that is to 
say, if the Government desire that the 
description of the Bill shall give any 
indication of its contents. The chances 
‘are that the Government, wise in their 
day and generation, do not want this to 
be done, but still I think thatthe right 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Bill 
ought really to favourably consider either 
the actual word moved, or some other 
similar word in order to give the Bill an 
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proposed title of the Bill certainly is not 
applicable. The second sub-section of 
Clause 2 differs fromall the other provisions 
of the Bill in this respect, that other pro- 
visions of the Bill relate to clergymen 
whose incomes are dependent upon the 
receipt of tithe rent-charge; but Sub- 
section 2 of Clause 2 relates to quite 
another 





*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
That part of the Bill has been passed, and 
the hon. Member cannot refer back to it. 


Question put. 





accurate description. 


*Mr. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 
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Austin, Sir J. (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
vot ge 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
— ron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell- Bannerm: an, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 
agg Thomas Joseph 
Crilly, Daniel 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cwran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Davies, M. V.- (Cardigan) 
Davitt, Michael 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Due worth, James 
Dunn, Sir William 
Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Evershed, hades 
Fenwic rs Charles 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, ‘Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herb. John 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, E. Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 


Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J.(Maneh’r) | 


CARVELL WILLIAMS: There 


is one provision in this Bill to which the 


Noes, 175. 


AYES. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Hazell, Walter 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley)| 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez Ed. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 
Leese, Sir J. F. 
Leng, Sir John 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, Jonn Herbert 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Rar Su Dr. M.A. ( 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 
Maden, John Henry 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Ca: m wthen 
Morgan, W. Pritchard( Merthyr 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 


(Accrington) 


(Yn's uC, 


NOES. 


Balfour, Rt. Hn.G. W. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 


Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts | 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 


The Committee divided 
(Division List, No. 257.) 


(Leeds) | 


:-—Ayes, 105 ; 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 

Palmer, George Wm. (Reading 
Pickersgill, Edward Hi. ire 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 5.) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell( Notts. 


Wilson, arpa  *aiemag Mid.) 

Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Dalziel and Mr. Broad- 
hurst. 


Bathurst, Hon. A. B. 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
3entinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 
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Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 

Boustield, William Robert | 

ener A. Montagu 
3ullard, Sir Harry 

Burdett- Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Jolin George 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derby sh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 

Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) | 
Cornwallis, Fiennes Stanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. Edw... 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Doxtord, William Theodore 
Drucker, A 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George 

Finlay, Sir Kobert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 


Question put, “That Clause 3. stand | 


part of the Bill.” 


yee se Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W.( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 


Barry,RtHnAH.Smith-(Hunts | 
Bartley, George C. T. | 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. 


A. Benjamin | 








| Hoare, E. 


‘Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 


{COMMONS} 


Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Goldsw: orthy, Major- General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon { 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Green, WalfordD(Wednesbury | 


Gretton, John 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. LordGeorge 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. | 


| Harrison, Sir Reginald 
| Helder, "Augustus 

| Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, 


tobertTrotter | 


Hill, Sir EdwardStock (Bristol) | 


Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 


Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 


| Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 


Jeffre sys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


| Kemp, George 


Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir JohnH. , 


| Kenyon, James 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 


Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 


Leighton, Stanley 


Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Swans. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-ColonelA.R. 


| Llewellyn, Evan H.(Somerset) 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 


Long, Col.Chas. W. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Liverpool 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 


| Lueas-Shadwell, William 


W. G. Ellison 
D: wid (Liverpool) 


| Macartney: 
| Mac Iver, 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
| Monk, Charles James 
| More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 


Morrell, George Herbert 


| Noes, 118, 


AYES. 


Seach, Rt. Hn. Sir M.H.(Bristol | 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 


Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 


Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 
Bigwood, James 


| Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 


(Eveshain) | 


The Committee divided : 
(Division List No. : 
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Morrison, Walter 
Morton, A. H. A. Nera 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (C oventry) 
Murray, Col. W yndham (Bath) 
0’ Neill, Hon. Robert Tomas 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R.(Lanes., Newton) 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Shar 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
tankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Richards, Henry ‘harles 
Richardson, Sir 7 I. (Hartlep’l) 
titchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Cle — Molyneux 
Russell, T. . (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, Vole 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom,T. Harrop(Stalybr, 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Stanley, Sir Hy. M. “(Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stock, James Henry 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 


Ward, Hon. Robt. A. (Crewe} 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C.E. (ent) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 


Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Are shibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 

W yndham, George 

W yvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 


Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


-Ayes, 184; 
258.) 


3utcher, John 
Cavendish, R. F. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen( Wore 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, Sir Edward *(Plym’th) 


George 


(N. Lanes.) 
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Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes Stanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) | 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George Ff 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd | 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick | 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Gretton, John ‘ 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. | 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

‘Caldwell, James 

Cameron,Sir Charles(Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh. ) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 





| Condon, Thomas Joseph 


| Donelan, Captain A. 
| Doogan, P. C. 
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Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander j 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter | 
Hill,Sir Edward Stock(Bristol) | 
Hoare,EdwBrodie(Hampstead | 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 


Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn { 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 


| Hobhouse, Henry 


| Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


Jenkins, Sir John Jones 


| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kemp, George 


Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
| Kenyon, James 
| Kimber, Henry , 


King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 


| Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 


Leighton, Stanley 

Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, Sir D.- (Swansea) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 


Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) | 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) | 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 
Monk, Charles James 

More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 


| Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 


Muntz, oe: A. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 


NOES. 


Crilly, Daniel 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 


Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Evershed, Sydney 

Fenwick, Charles 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
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Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
O'Neill Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, R.(Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley,SirW.¢ Wore Wiles 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson,Sir T. (Hartlepool) 
titchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
tobertson, H. (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
tutherford, John 

Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Sharpe, W. E. T. 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. H. Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir J. Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 


Wyndham, George 


Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 

Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 

Younger, William 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
Macaleese, Daniel 


| MacDonnell,Dr. M. A.(Qn’s C. 
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M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred 

Maden, John Henry 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 


{COMMONS} 


O'Malley, William 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighsh. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sehwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
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Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips ° 
Walton,John Lawson (Leeds,§, 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts, 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Yoxall, James Henry 





Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 


Clause 4 :-— 


Souttar, 
Spicer, Albert 


Mr. LEWIS: On a point of order I 
wish to ask whether, if I move the 
Amendment which stands in my name, it 
will have the effect of cutting out the 
Amendment which stands in the name of 
the hon. Member for Merthyr, which 
comes next, or whether the hon. Member’s 
Amendment will be saved when you put 


the Question ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I will put the 
Amendment in such a way as to safe- 
guard the hon. Member's Amendment. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: Then I beg 
to move the Amendment which stands in 
my name. The effect of the Amendment 
will be practically to postpone the coming 
into effect of the Bill until the Royal 
Commission has reported, and until the 
Agricultural Rates Act has ceased to 


exist. The whole subject of local 
rating will then have to be con- 


sidered, and a decision applicable to the 
whole subject can be taken. If this Act 
is postponed in its operation until the 
Agricultural Rates Act has expired the 
country will have an opportunity of 
thoroughly considering it. If it is a just 
measure it will, of course, remain, with the 
assent of the country, upon the Statute 
Book; if it isan unjust measure, the country 
will have an opportunity of considering the 
question of the incidence of local taxation 
asa whole. I think that everyone admits 
that a radical reform of local taxation is 
necessary, and that that question ought to 
be considered and dealt with as a whole. 
But the object of my Amend- 
ment is to enable the question to 
be considered as a whole. The grievance 
—or the alleged grievance—which this 


Stanhope, Hon. 





Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
tobinson 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
| Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
| Mr. Causton. 

Philip J. 

Bill has been introduced to remedy has 
existed for at least 300 years, and we are 
asked to consider and satisfactorily settle 
the whole question in three weeks. All 
I ask in my Amendment is that the 
matter shall stand over for two years, so 
that after 300 years the country may 
have the opportunity of considering 
whether it is right to make the change or 
not. What is the use of bringing in a 
Bill of this sort, the effect of which will 
only be to last two years? It leaves the 
clergy themselves in a state of uncer- 
tainty. A man receives an addition to 
his income, and he puts up his expendi- 
ture accordingly. At the end of two 
years it is possible that his income may 


have to come down again. Under 
these circumstances it is _ surely 
very unwise for the House, follow- 


ing the lead of -the hon. and learned 
Member for Stroud, to plunge into these 
interim Reports and dangerous experi- 
ments without having any clear or 
adequate notion whether the country in 
two years’ time will sanction the Bill and 
make it a permanent measure or not. If 
justice— and this is supposed to be the 
keynote of this Bill—if justice is to be 
enacted at all, then let it be enacted for 
all time and after full consideration, and 
not after two or three weeks’ discussion. 
I think I have said enough—I do not 
want to detain the Committee at this 
hour of the evening—I think I have said 
enough to show that my Amendment is 
one of a reasonable character. I know 


that the Government have made up 
their minds to reject every Amend- 
ment that may be moved, however 


reasonable. I do not think that they will 
improve the respect which the country— 
or some small section of the country— 
may entertain for this Bill by the action 
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that they are taking. What are we here 
for? Are we here to discuss Amendments 
or not? Why did not the Minister for 
Agriculture or the Leader of the House 
tell us: “ You may discuss this Bill if 
you like for a week or a fortnight or a 
month . 





*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
That is not relevant to the subject. 


Mr. LEWIS: I was only proceeding to 
say with regard to this particular Amend- 
ment that I had not any very great hope 
that it would be accepted. Still, at the 
same time I commend it to the attention 
of the Government and of the Committee, 
in the hope that at the eleventh hour it 
may be accepted. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 3, to leave out from the 
word ‘shall,’ to the word ‘said,’ in line 9, and 
insert the words, ‘not come into operation 
until the expiration of the.’ ”—(Mfr. Herbert 
Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words of 
the clause to ‘any,’ in line 4, stand part 
of the clause.” 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Upon a point 
of order, I would suggest to you, Sir, that 
in putting this Amendment you should 
save not only one which I have upon the 
Paper, but one which I have handed in in 
manuscript, the object of which is to pre- 
vent the Government from passing this 
Bill within a stated period. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : Thehon. Member's 
Amendment does not come in_ until 
line 7. 


Mr. LONG : The Amendment proposed 
by the hon. Gentleman is no doubt a 
reasonable one from his point of view. 
We were foolish enough to believe that by 
following the precedent of the Agricul- 
tural Rating Act of 1896, we should have 
received the approbation of the hon. 
Member opposite and his support in 
favour of restricted legislation. He 
does not appear however, to agree 
to the principle of limiting the Act to 
two years. The effect of the Amendment 
would be that at the end of two years the 
Bill would become permanent in_ its 
operation. This proposal appears to be 
carrying the Bill further than we desire. 
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1 of the session ; 
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The Bill has been introduced as a tem- 
porary measure on the recommendation of 
the Royal Commissioners, and we propose, 
pending a fina] settlement of the whole 
question of local taxation, that a hardship 
which presses with particular severity 
on one class of the community should be 
dealt with in a temporary but effective 
measure, and I hope the Committee will 
reject this very insidious proposal. I sug- 
gest to hon. Members, in the interest of 
the Committee as a whole, that the dis- 
cussion should be mainly directed to the 
important and substantial Amendments 
on the Paper, rather than to those which 
raise minor questions of interest. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR : Will the right 


hon. Gentleman accept any ? 


Mr. LONG: My suggestion was chiefly 
made in the interest of hon. Members 
opposite, and on the presumption that 
they had a real interest in the Amend- 
ments appearing in their names on the 
Paper. If they have no real interest in 
them, but merely move them to occupy 
the time of the Committee, then obviously 
the closure will meet our purpose. I ask 
the Committee to decide against this 
Amendment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The right 
hon. Gentleman has made an appeal to us 
that we shall proceed to discuss the 
Amendments which appear on the Paper, 
and no doubt we shall do so. We have 
plenty of time to do that before the end 
it can be done on Mon- 
day. The clergy are not in such a hurry 
to get ther money as all that, and even if 
they were, there is no rate until Septem- 
ber, so there is no need for us to hurry. 
The right. hon. Gentleman seems to be 
very much afraid that, if he accepts my 
hon. friend’s Amendment, after two years’ 
consideration, Parliament would not put 
this Bill into operation. But the right 
hon. Gentleman says, “ Why not doas you 
did in the Agricultural Rating Act? You 
then appealed to us to make it only for 
five years, and then a Royal Commission 
was appointed to inquire into the whole 
matter of taxation.” That was the mis- 
take which we made in dealing with the 
Agricultural Rating Act—first of all in 
voting the money allocated by it on the 
expectation that the Royal Commission 
would consider the question relegated to 
it. But the Commission has not done 








‘787 Tithe Rent-Charge 


so. And what we now say in respect of 
this Bill is, “ You shall have the money 
after you have considered the question, 
but not before. We shall not give you 
the money for two years.” 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I understood 
the right hon. Gentleman to make a 
declaration which I am sorry he did not 
consider earlier, and I should like to ask 
him, and we on this side of the House 
would like to know, the precise meaning 
of his declaration that these Amendments 
should be discussed shortly, in order that 
we might consider the more important 
Amendments. That declaration is ex- 
tremely reasonable, and we only now 
desire to know which of what he con- 
siders the more important Amendments 
he is prepared to accept. 


Mr. LONG: I am afraid the hon. 
Gentleman entirely misunderstood me. 
I made the suggestion in the interests 
-of hon. Gentlemen opposite. I 
thought they would discriminate between 
them. If they are all important, our 
position becomes much easier. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: If the right 
hon. Gentleman means that if we concen- 
trate our attention on certain interesting 
and important Amendments we would 
have some chance of getting even two or 
three Amendments accepted, there may 
be some reason for listening to the sug- 
gestion ; but if, on the other hand, when 
those Amendments have had the attention 
of the Committee, the right hon. Gentle- 
man is going to meet them with the same 
non possumus, we should only be wasting 
his time and our own. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I would respect- 
fully invite the Committee to return to 
the consideration of the Amendment. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
right hon. Gentleman in charge of 
the Bill having made a proposal, I think 
the Committee ought to be allowed 
really to understand the nature of the 
offer that has been made. What I under- 


stood the right hon. Gentleman to say | 


was, that there are a certain number of 
Amendments, some of which are more 
important than others, and that if we 
economised the time on the less important, 
and devoted it to the more important 
Amendments, that would be far the better 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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course. The Committee would be glad 
to know what amount of time they will 
be allowed to apportion between the 
various Amendments. 


(hates) Bill. 


Mr. LONG rose. 


*THE CHAIRMAN, speaking amid 
‘eries of “Long,” again said: I would 
again respectfully invite the Committee 
to consider the Amendment before the 
House. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: Before you 
put the Question, Sir, I must again appeal 
to the right hon. Gentleman to say what 
he meant. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That is not re- 
levant to the question before the Com- 
mittee. I have permitted the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool and the right hon, 
Gentleman the member for West Mon- 
mouth to make statements because the 
right hon. Gentleman in charge of the 
Bill made a statement, but I think the 
Committee ought to return again to the 
consideration of the Amendment. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I propose -to return 
to the Amendment. I do not think the 
case put forward for the Amendment has 
been answered by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. The question I was going to put 
is this: If an injustice exists now and 
has existed for some time, and if it is the 
intention of the Bill to remedy that 
injustice, why is the Government only 
going to remedy it for two years? Why 
does not the right hon. Gentleman take 
the responsibility of making this a 
permanent measure? It seems to me 
here is a case for the contention of my 
hon. friend. We are to havea Report 
of the Commission, but no one can tell 
‘when. I always notice that, when once 
' a Commission is appointed, if the secretary 
draws a good salary, it takes a very long 
time to report. Let us wait for the Re- 
port of this Commission, and when we 
have the full facts we shall know how to 
deal with them. 


| Mr. MADDISON: I support the 
Amendment because it delays the passing 
of this measure until the Royal Commis- 
_sion reports, and the Agricultural | 
Act comes to an end. Although the Bill 
‘has only been under discussion for two or 
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three days there are already signs that it 


is viewed with great dissatisfaction in the | 


country. The County Council of the 


West Riding, containing a majority I be- | 
lieve of gentlemen who hold views simi- | 


lar to those of the hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site, have taken very strong exception to 


one of the most important provisions in | 


the Bill, and the City Council of Sheffield, 
where parties are evenly balanced, passed 
a resolution with only three or four dis- 
sentients condemning the Bill. I con- 
sider the Amendment is a reasonable one, 
and I think it is unreasonable on the part 
of the Government to oppose all these 
Amendments as they have done, and I 
think they are doing themselves a great 
injustice in attempting to rush this Bill. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I should like to 
know whether this Bill is on all fours 
with the Agricultural Rating Bill of 1896. 
Will it apply to the new works of the 
parish councils, which the Agricultural 
Rating Act did not ? 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: It will apply to 


all rates without exception. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
This Bill has been sprung upon us, and 
neither we nor the country have had suffi- 
cient time to consider its effect. My hon. 
friend’s proposition is that it should not 
become operative for two years, and that 
after that time it should become perma- 
nent. 


think we shall, but we can never be abso- 
lutely certain on these matters—I should 
support that, but if we lose the General | 
Election we shall have this Bill for another | 
six years, and the question is whether we | 
had not better lose the money for two | 
years and then let the Act lapse, or | 
whether we should pay the money per- | 
manently. | 


*Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE | 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) : Before the Ques- | 
tion is put I wish to ask, seeing that the | 
Agricultural Rating Act, 1896, intention- | 


ally or not, does not apply to the parish 
council rate in regard to the repayment | 
from the Local Taxation Fund, though | 
it applies to other rates, whether it is | 
intended that this Act should have | 
attached to it the same exclusion or 


exemption. 


Str R. B. FINLAY: The answer to 
that really turns upon the question of who 


VOL. LXXIV. [FourtH SeEriss.] 
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If I were perfectly certain we | 
should win the next. General Election—I | 
to bring in a similar Bill. 
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| are the spending authorities. The spend- 
ing authorities are mentioned in the 
, Agricultural Rating Act, 1896. We have 
no such definition here, because the 
scheme of the Bill in that respect is 
different from the Act of 1896. There is 
no fixed sum paid yearly during the con- 
tinuance of the Act for authorities defined 
as spending authorities, but the condition 
is that half of all rates, with the excep- 
tions specified in the clause under con- 
sideration, should be borne by the incum- 
bent, and the other half paid in the manner 
prescribed. 


*Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: 

But the incumbent in this case will obtain 

ithe benefit of a reduction of half the 
parish council rate ? 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: Certainly. 


Mr. LOGAN (Leicestershire, Har- 
borough): The right hon. Gentle- 


man in charge of the Bill said that 
‘those of us who voted for this 
| Amendment would be voting for making 
the Bill a dummy Bill. I do not 
understand that to be the object of my 
hon. friend. His object is that during the 


| next two years the country shall have an 


opportunity of realising the provisions of 
this Bill as they seem to have been 
realised in certain parts of the country. 
At the expiration of that time I believe 
that no Government will have the nerve 
By that time 
the nation will have realised that this is a 
Bill to relieve parsons from rates which 
they do not pay. There is no man who 
will under this Bill have half his rates 
paid for him in the future, but was 
allowed when his stipend was settled the 
full value of the rates which he would 
have to pay. Therefore I am absolutely 
accurate when I say that this is a Bill to 


| relieve parsons of rates which they have 


not got to pay. On that ground [I shall 
have the very greatest pleasure indeed in 
supporting my hon. friend in the Division 
Lobby in endeavouring to give the country 
an opportunity of realising what is the 
object of the Government in bringing in 
this iniquitous measure. 


Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich): This Amendment will give the 
country an opportunity of considering the 
measure—— 


2E 
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*THE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is anticipating his Third Reading speech. 


Mr. CAWLEY : I will not pursue that 
point. But this Amendment will give the 
country a great chance of really consider- 
ing the question thoroughly. When this 
measure was sprung upon the House very 
few Members on either side really under- 
stood the question. We on this side of 
the House have had a chance of being 
educated by our colleagues. Members on 
the other side have had the same chance 
of being educated—whether or not they 
have taken advantage of it I do not 
know. What I would point out is that 
the country is being educated by the 
Debates in this House, and if they have 
a chance of two years’ education they 
may come toa different conclusion than 
the majority in the House anticipate. 
Therefore, I say that the majority in this 
House do not represent the majority in 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr.CARVELL WILLIAMS : I should 
like the right hon. Gentleman in charge 
of the Bill to tell us on what ground the 
operation of this measure is to be limited 
to the continuance of the Agricultural 
Rating Act of 1896. That is a piece of 
information which has not been given 
throughout the discussion. The Agricul- 
tural Rating Act was, beyond all question, 
due to agricultural depression, but we 
have been told again and again that this 
Bill has no connection whatever with 
agricultural depression. That being the 
case, why should this limitation be im- 
posed? It is utterly inconsistent with 
all the arguments which have been used 
in support of the Bill. In truth, the 
course pursued by the Government has 
been a mass of inconsistencies from 
beginning to end. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 244; 
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Montagu, Sir. (W oan Provand, Andr 
ven | Randell, David 

teckitt, Harold James 

tickett, J. Compton 


Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmart 
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Oldroyd, Mark 
O'Malley, William 
Palmer,Sir CharlesM.(Durh’m 
-almer,George Win.( Reading) 


Shaw, Thomas 
Sinclair, Capt. 
| Smith, Samuel 


Spicer, Albert 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I move this 
Amendment with a degree of diftidence, 
because of what has fallen from the right 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Bill, and 
because, in his august presence, I am not 
sure that any Amendment of mine will 
be regarded as important. Earlier in the 
evening he asked me whether I was 
serious. In moving this Amendment I 
assure him and the Committee that I am 
as serious and sincere and conscientious 
as the right hon. Gentleman himself could 
possibly he in promoting the Bill. I am 
not going to say anything about his im- 
partiality, because I am sure the Chairman 
would rule me out of order. I wish to 
thank the hon. and learned Member the 
Solicitor-General for acknowledging that 
he recognised that the Amendments 
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| Stevenson, Francis 8. 

| Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 

| Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
| Thomas,Alfred(Glamorgan,E.} 
| Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitely, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 


ew Dryburgh 


. (Denbighs. 


Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse, Sir J.T.(Hudders. 
Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


)| 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) |) Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
) 
) 


(Hawick B.) 

J. (Forfarshire) 

(Flint) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Lewis and Mr. 
Lambert. 


the relief of the poor came out of the 
tithe. It was not a question of paying a 
small rate for that purpose, but at the 
very least one-third of the tithe went to 
the relief of the poor. If that was the 
case at the origin of the tithe and for 
many centuries after, I say that even now 
the question of the rate for the relief of 
the poor ought to be exempted from a 
_measure which proposes to relieve parsons 
from half the rates which they now pay. 
The grounds for my motion are very sub- 
stantial, and with all seriousness I venture 
to commend it to the Committee. 


Amendment proposed — 
“In page 2, line 4, after the word Prope 


to insert the words ‘any rate levied in relief 
of the poor or.’ ”—(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 


moved from this side of the House were | 


not moved with any intention of pro- 
longing the proceedings on this Bill. 
(Laughter.) Hon. Members may laugh, 


but the Solicitor-General said that, and, | 


as far as I could see, with all seriousness. 
To come to this Amendment, I moved a 
similar one upon the Agricultural Rating 
Bill of 1896. It was then supported with 
almost unanimity on this side, and re- 
ceived some support on the other side of 
the House, while in the country it received 
a still larger measure of support. That 
being so, I venture to think that an 
Amendment exempting the poor-rate 
should receive infinitely more support in 
relation to this particular Bill than 
in the case of the Agricultural Rating 
Act. There can be no question at 
all that, at any rate up to the days 
of Elizabeth—in fact, I challenge hon. 
Members todeny thatinthe first instance— 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. LONG: I hope I may be allowed 
to assure the hon. Gentleman that when I 
_referred to the seriousness of his previous 

Amendment I did not mean to throw the 
| slightest doubt upon the sincerity of his 
_motives. The present Amendment, I 
| frankly admit, is a very substantial one 

—substantial because, if carried, it 
'would destroy at least one-half of the 
effect of the Bill. It has _ been 
| advanced and recommended to the Com- 
| mittee in a manner totally different from 
| that which I had anticipated, and _there- 
\fore the remarks I had prepared in 
| answer to it are scarcely applicable. The 
/hon. Gentleman has frankly told us that 
he casts aside altogether the historical 

arguments to which hon. Gentlemen on 





} 
sub 
rais 
fou 
rea 
not 
of 1 
his 
mer 
prac 
beca 
hist 
pro} 
beer 
whi 
by 
real, 
char 
of | 
rate: 
the | 
wert 
burd 
ineq 
elud 
this 
least 
half- 
refor 
thinl 
unne 
shou 
an 
whol 
and | 
Com 
the ; 
have 
taxat 

secon 
meet 
ment 
relief 
justif 
the C 
and ] 
have | 
whom 





— 


[r. 


he 
r 
he 


he 
‘or 
Ww 
of 
| & 
ns 
Ly. 
ab- 
ire 


” é 
ief 
rds 


ved 
ni 
ous 
the 
his 
i, 2 
one 
it 
the 
een 
‘om- 
rom 
ere- 
in 
The 
that 
rical 
1 on 





797 {13 JuLy 1899} (Rates) Bill. 798 


the other side have attached so much} Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: Iam sure the 
importence during previous discussions. | House will be very sorry that, by reason 
He remarked upon the importance of the | of the capital speech made by my hon. 
circumstances up to Queen Elizabeth, but | friend who moved this Amendment, the 
what importance he attaches to the period | right hon. Gentleman has not been able 
since Queen Elizabeth’s time I do not| to put before the House the observations 
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know. At any rate, he abrogates the 
whole historical argument. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Oh, no! 


Mr. LONG: I admit that this is a 
substantial argument—that is to say, it 
raises a question which goes to the very 
foundation of the whole problem of the 
readjustment of local taxation. I am 
not casting any doubts upon the bona fides 
of the hon. Member or the sincerity of 
his motives in bringing forward Amend- 
ments, but this is an Amendment 
practically to the Second Reading, 
because it raises the whole question of the 


historical liability of certain classes of | 


property to rates. Whatever may have 
been the case for the historical argument 


| which he had prepared in answer to this 
|proposal. I suppose that is the reason 
| why the right hon. Gentleman did not, 
so far as I could gather, adduce one 
| single argument why this poor rate should 
| be excused to one class of persons. He 
|said my hon. friend has turned his back 
| upon all ancient authorities ; but he had 
| done nothing of the kind, for he had not 
| had time to get them out. Here is a book 
'from which I should like to quote one 
| passage. It is a book written by the 
hon. and learned Member for Stroud, and 
|in it he invites us to go back to ancient 
history, and this is what the hon. and 
learned Member says : 


“During the first ages of Christianity 


|-—and I hope that goes back far enough 
to please the right hon. (entleman— 


which has been urged with so much force | 


by gentlemen opposite, Parliament has to 
realise that there has been a complete 


change in the capacity of different classes | 


of property to bear the burden of local 
rates, and that, whatever may have been 


the case in the days when these burdens | 
were created, at the present time the | 
burden is unjustly distributed and the | 


inequality ought to be redressed. To ex- 
clude from a measure of reform such as 
this the poor rate—which is probably at 
least half, and in some cases more than 
half—would be to make a farce of any 
reform of local taxation. Therefore, I 
think I am justified in saying that it is 
unnecessary and undesirable that we 


should go at this period of the Debate, on | 


an Amendment in Committee, into the 
whole question, historical or otherwise, 
and I am justified, I think, in asking the 
Committee to reject this Amendment on 
the ground that in the first place, we 
have proved that the incidence of local 
taxation is unjust and unfair; and in the 


second place no attempt has been made to | 
meet the argument that if this Amend- | 


ment were carried it would reduce the 


relief in a degree for which there is no- 


justification whatever. I therefore ask 
the Committee to resist this Amendment, 


and I hope they will do so, because we | 


have so far established the case for those 
whom we seek to relieve. 


“Clergymen were supported by the volun- 
tary offerings of their flock.” 


It is a pity that that is not so now. 
Continuing the quotation, the hon. and 
learned Member says : 


“ But this being a precarious existence, the 
| ecclesiastics in every country in Europe 
claimed, and, what is more important, in the 
course of time established, a right to the tenth 
part of the produce of the land.” 


That is the origin of tithe in the early 
ages of Christianity. Then we have got 
this Report which is the foundation for 
this Bill, and it deals with the subject 
in extenso. In that Report the Commis- 
sioners go back further than the first 
ages of Christianity, for they go hack to 
Leviticus. I venture to call the attention 
|of the Committee to Clause 4 of the 
|Report, which states that tithes were 
| devoted to the maintenance of the church 
‘fabric, the use of the bishop and in- 
cumbent, and also : 

“To some extent, to the feeding of the poor 
| and the entertainment of the stranger.” 
|Apparently that “some extent” has 

vanished entirely now ; and yet this is 
| the rate which you are proposing to take, 
to the extent of one-half of it, from the 
shoulders of those whose only excuse—if 


| excuse they have—for taking the tithes 
at allis, that out of this rate they were, to 


i 
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the extent of one-third, willing to main- 
tain the poor. I am inclined to cite one 
more authority, more particularly as I now 
see the First Lord of the Admiralty in 
his place. Hitherto, I think the only 
part which the right hon. Gentleman has 
taken in these discussions is the part of 
walking through the Lobby. 
the right hon. Gentleman will allow me 
to call the attention of the Committee to 
some cogent observations made by him 
with respect to the poor rates. This is 
what he said : 

“I rejoice to say that it seems that the 


turning - point has arrived, and unless the 
House should take the dangerous step of 


supplementing the poor rates by grants from | 


the Consolidated Fund, there may be some 

hopes of the poor rates being reduced. But I 

am certain that no step is more likely to in- 

crease our expenditure than if the House was 

4 gy the flood-gates of the Consolidated 
und.’ 


Those are opinions which the right hon. 
Gentleman expressed when he was in the 
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|} are concerned, we adhere to those very 


Perhaps | 
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liberal opinions which he then expressed. 
| No doubt the Committee will be glad of 
any enlightenment from the point of view 
of the right hon. Gentleman the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, and we should 
| like to hear some reason for his change of 
opinion. Unless he gives us some very 
_ good reason, we shall be forced to go into 
the Lobby in obedience to the call of my 
hon. friend the Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil. While the clergyman is to be re- 
lieved, the poor farmer has to pay his 
rates in full, and the clergyman is also 
being relieved of his duty to the poor. 
Therefore I think my hon. friend was jus- 
tified in bringing forward this Amend- 
ment, for he is only putting forward 
opinions which were once held by the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Admiralty himself. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 149 ; 
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O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 

Perey, Ear] 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkinyton, R. (Lanes, Newton 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 


Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
| Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

| Smith, J. P. (Lanarkshire) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: My object in| 


moving this Amendment is to bring the 


Bill into conformity with Standing Order | 


No. 45. If this Amendment is accepted, 
I propose at a later stage to move a new 
clause, which I have handed in, providing 
for the precise duration of the Act. This 
being only a temporary Bill, during the 
gontinuation of the Agricultural Rating 
Act, it is a measure of a temporary char- 
acter, and certainly falls within the pro- 
visions of Standing Order No. 45. I 


Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
| Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams.Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 


ilton 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Mr. LONG: I understand the hon. 
Gentleman moves this Amendment in 
order to establish his contention that the 
first clause of the Bill is not in accordance 
with the Standing Order. Whether the 
clause is or is not in accordance with the 
Standing Order, rests with a_ higher 
authority than myself. This Bill was 
drawn with a full knowledge of the pro- 


| visions of that Standing Order, and every 


know it will be argued that the Agricul- | 


tural Rating Act did not comply with the 
Standing Orders. I do not see, because 
an oversight occurred in that Act, that it 
should be taken as a precedent. If we 


possible step was taken by the framers of 
the Bill to see that the Standing Order 
was complied with. I want to point out 
to the hon. Gentleman that he is adopt- 
ing a form of Amendment which would be, 


‘to say the least of it, extremely incon- 


| venient. 


have Standing Orders, for Heaven’s sake | 


let us obey them. 


This Standing Order | 


was passed in the year 1849, and I pre- | 
sume it was passed for some good and | 
operation. 
cussion on the Committee stage prolonged, | 
and I will not delay the Committee from | 


sufficient reason. Ido not want the dis- 


coming to a decision. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 7, to leave out from the 
word ‘half’ to the end of the clause.”—(Mr. 
David Thomas.) 


uestion proposed, “That the words 
> 


proposed to be left out stand part of the | 
_ charge of the Bill, to say that every step 


clause.” 


He proposes to remove the 
words which contain the date when the 
Act will come into force. It is absolutely 
necessary that the date should be stated 
when the new rating system comes into 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I have pro- 
vided for that by a new clause. 


Mr. LONG: Yes, but I am dealing 
with the hon. Member’s Amendment as it 
stands. Whether he would be able after- 
wards to secure the introduction of other 


words is a totally different thing, which 


we cannot discuss at the present time. It 
is sufficient for me, as the Minister in 
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necessary was taken in order to procure | its present state was referred to the Com- 
that the framing of the Bill was in com-| mittee. If there was anything improper 
pliance with the Standing Orders. |in the shape of the Bill, objection ought 

Mr. D- A. THOMAS: Asa point of | to have been taken before the Bill was 
order, Mr. Lowther, I wish to ask you | referred to the Committee. The Second 
whether the Bill is in compliance with the | Reading of the Bill cures any defect. 
Standing Order. 


| 
*Toe CHAIRMAN: That is not ” The Committee divided :—Ayes, 274; 
question for me to decide. The Bill in | Noes, 152. (Division List, No. 261.) 


AYES. 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden | Compton, Lord Alwyne ' Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Allsopp, Hon. George ' Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lanibeth) | Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Cornwallis,FiennesStanleyW. Hamilton, Rt. Hon. LordGeorge 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn ' Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. | Hanbury,Rt.Hon. RobertWin. 
Arnold, Alfred Cox, Irwin Edward B. | Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Cripps, Charles Alfred Hardy, Laurence 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy | Cross, Herbert 8. (Bolton) Heaton, John Henniker 


Bailey, James (Walworth) Cubitt, Hon. Henry Helder, Augustus 
Baillie, James E.B.(Inverness) | Curzon, Viscount Henderson, Alexander 
Baird, John George Alexander | Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh , Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter 


Balearres, Lord ' Dalkeith, Earl of Hill, Sir Edwd. Stock (Bristol) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) | Dalrymple, Sir Charles Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampste’d 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) | Hobhouse, Henry 

Banbury, Frederick George Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | Holland, Hon. Lionel R.(Bow) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph | Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts  Dixon-Hartland,SirFrd. Dixon | Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Barry, Sir FrancisT.(Windsor) | Dorington, Sir John Edward | Houston, R. P. 
Bartley, George C. T. Doughty, George | Howell, William Tudor 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil 


Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin | Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. | Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Beach, RtHn.SirM.H.(Bristol) | Doxford, William Theodore Hutchinson, Capt.G. W. Grice- 


Beckett, Ernest William Drucker, A. Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe | Dyke, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam Hart | Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Beresford, Lord Charles | Fardell, Sir T. George | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. | Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Bigwood, James Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r | Kemp, George 

Bill, Charles | Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Finch, George H. | Kenyon, James 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Firbank, Joseph Thomas Kimber, Henry 

Boustield, William Robert | Fisher, William Hayes | King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Brassey, Albert Fison, Frederick William Lafone, Alfred 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Flower, Ernest | Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Brookfield, A. Montagu | Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) | Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Bullard, Sir Harry — Foster, Harry 8S. (Suffolk) Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. | Galloway, William Johnson Lecky, Rt. Hn. William E. H. 
Butcher, John George Gedzge, Sydney Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Carlile, William Walter Gibbons, J. Lioyd Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Gibbs,Hn.A.G.H.(CityofLond. | Leighton, Stanley 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys.) | Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) | Llewellyn, Evan H.(Somerset) 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William Gilliat, John Saunders Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’nsea 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. , Goldsworthy, Major-General | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm. | Gordon, Hon. John Edward Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon | Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Liverp’l) 
Charrington, Spencer Goschen, RtHnG.J.(StGeorge Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Chelsea, Viscount Goschen, George J. (Sussex) Lorne, Marquess of 

Clare, Octavius Leigh Goulding, Edward Alfred Lowe, Francis William 

Clarke, Sir E. (Plymouth) | Graham, Henry Robert Lowles, John 

Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Coddington, Sir William { Green, WalfordD.(Wedn’sbury | Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. | Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis Gretton, John | Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Greville, Hon. Ronald Maedona, John Cumming 


Colomb, Sir John Charles R. Gull, Sir Cameron | Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
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M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
Maleolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey- a Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. John 
Mildmay, Francis Singham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. ) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, Arthur H. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. ikon: A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H.Stafford 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint,Rich.(Lanes,Newton 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick. W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir gs Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Suchanan, Thomas ty burn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crilly, Daniel 


Crombie, John William 
Curran, heey (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davitt, Michael! 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, C apti vin A. 

Doogan, iis; 

Douglas, ( ‘harles M. (Lanark) 
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Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
tankin, Sir James 
tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. Ly ogy 4 v1) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn. Sir Matt. W 
Ritehie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson | 
omar gy Herbert (Hackney) | 
Round, James | 
Royds, C “e- oF Molyneux 
Russell, “ (Ty rone) 
“ee Joho 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lt. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Ed.J. 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom,T. Harrop(Stalybr. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Hn. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Strauss, Arthur 








Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


NOES. 


Duekworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Owen Morgan 

Ellis, John Edward 

Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Evershed, Sydney 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Gurdon, Sir Win. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwic k, Thomas C. H. 
Holland, W. H. (York, W.R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-« ywen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmore (Swansea) 
Jones. Win. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnsirU. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir John G. Sinyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 


Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry N 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J. G.(Ox.Un.) 

Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles E rest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. Robert A.(Crewe) 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E.(Kent) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
W entworth, sruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset t) 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm,} 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, ‘Alex: under 
W yndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Mi ajor W. H. 
Wyvill, M: armaduke D’ Arey 
Y oung,C ommander ( Berks, E. } 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther 


Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir Jolin 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Mac Aleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, DrM A.(Queen’sC 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Be njamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, Jolin Henry 

Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Montagu, a S. (Whitechapel) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morgan, Wy. Pritchard( Merthyr 
Morle sy, Charles (Bree sonshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John( Montrose 
Morton,Edw. J.C .(Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fieteher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
0’Connor, James (Wieklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Ok lroyd, Mark 

0’ Malle sy, William 

Palmer, Sir€ harlesM. (Durham 
Palmer,George Win. (Reading) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
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Pilkington,SirG. A.(Lanes.SW , 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 
Reckitt, Harold James 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott Ch. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edward (Staf.) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


Question put, “That Clause 4 stand | 


part of the Bill.” 


Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, C ih Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Baillie, James E. B. (Inverness 
Baird, John George Alexander 


Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Mane’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederie Gorell 
Barry, Rt Hn A. H.Smith-(Hts. 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt Hn Sir M.H.(Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bege, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry Cc, 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, ‘Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. 
Brookfield, A. praia wu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
en, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. ie. Lanes. ) 
Cavendish, V. ( V.(Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir C harles William 
Cecil, E vg a Hertford, East) 
Chaloner, Capt in R. G. W. 
Chamber ‘lain, Rt. Hon... (Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’1 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Vv iscount 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, Sir Edwd. (P lymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 


John 
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Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfars.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamor., E.) 
Walton, John Law. (Leeds,S.) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 


| Noes, 155. 


AYES. 


; ‘oddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
C ‘olomb, Sir J. Charles 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes Stanley W 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bol on) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, E Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby R alph 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir F. D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, ‘Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dousi: is-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ. (Manch 
F ield, Admiral ( Danbeeen 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hon. A.G.H.(Cityof Lon 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsw orthy, Major- General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 


teady 
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Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
W ilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Ww ilson, John (Durham Mid. ) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
WilsonJos. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Woodhouse, Sir J. T.(Hudders} 
Woods, ase 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES.— 
Mr. D. A. Thomas and Mr. 
Samuel Evans. 


270; 


Goschen, Rt HnG.J.(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
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NOES. 
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(Rates) Bill. 


| Stephens, Henry Charles 


812 


| Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Stock, James Henry 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedle 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G (Oxf'dUnivy, 


| Thorburn, Walter 


Thornton, Perey M. 


| Tollemache, Henry James 


Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 

Saree ( ‘harles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, ¢ ~ Sir C. E. Howard 

ames Leslie 


Ward, Hon. tobt. A. (Crewe) 


W arde, Lt.-Col. C. E. my 
W velby, Lieut.-Col. A. G E 
Wentworth, Bruce C. V ph 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 


| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 

J. Powell: (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
3. Stuart- 
Alexander 

W yndham, George 

Maj. W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke a’ Arey 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 
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MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Charles | senjamin 
M‘Leod, John 





813 


Mad 
Mad 
Men 
Mont 
Mors 
Mors 
Morl 
Morl 
Mort 
Moul 
Nort 
Nuss 
0'Co: 
0’Co1 
Oldre 
0’Ma 
Palm 
Palm 
Pease 
Picke 
Pilkit 


Powe’ 
Ne 


*N 
Claus 
from 
some 
Ame! 
hon. 
inten 
quite 
his el 
shoul 
other 
certal 
which 
Bill sl 
purpo 
mente 
Wales 
that p 
Bill t 
diate 
would 
80 be 
prove’ 
by al 
But t 
Wales 
the op 
lation, 
heard 
the ir 
upon | 
dom. 
in the 
isa na 
fore tl 
especia 
confor 
presen 
and tk 
to pur 


812 
1M. 


ey 
pler 


ar) 
niv. 


vard 


2we) 
nt) 
E. 
non- 
yd 
10n 
n.) 
d 


ath) 
lart- 


ey 
:, E.) 


—Sir 
Mr. 


r C, 


wan, 
ynsh, 


sirU, 


ryth 


ind 
gton 


’ns C 
wift 


nin 





813 Tithe Rent-Charge 


Maddison, Fred 

Maden, John Henry 
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Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) | Randell, David 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen | Reckitt, Harold 
Morgan, W.Pritchard(Merthyr | Rickett, J. Com 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Roberts, John I 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John( Montrose | Robson, Willian 
Morton,Edw.J.C. (Devonport) | Samuel, J. (Stoc 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Nussey, Thomas Willans | Shaw, Thomas ( 


0’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) | Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 


| Smith, Samuel ( 

| Souttar, Robins 
Spicer, Albert 
Stanhope, Hon. 


0’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

(Malley, William 

Palmer, Sir Chas. M.( Durham) 
Palmer, Geo. Wim. (Reading) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickersgill, Edward H 
Pilkington,Sir G. A.(LanesSW 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


Stevenson, Fran 


Sullivan, Donal 


New Clause :— 


*Mr. LEWIS: The object of the new 
Clause I now propose is to exempt Wales 
from the operation of the Bill. I observe 
some of my colleagues have put down 
Amendments to a similar effect, and if my 
hon. friend the Member for Merthyr 
intends to move his Amendment, I am 
quite willing to accept the latter part of 
his clause, for I do not desire that Wales 
should lose any benefit to which it might 
otherwise be entitled under this Bill. We 
certainly should prefer that any money 
which Wales may have to pay under this 
Bill should be devoted to some educational 
purpose. There are plenty of Parlia- 
mentary precedents for dealing with 
Wales separately, so I need not labour 
that point. We have had a Sunday Closing 
Bill for Wales, and a Welsh Interme- 
diate Education Bill which no one 
would now desire to see repealed ; indeed, 
so beneficial has one of those Acts 
proved, that proposals have been made 
by a Royal Commission for extending it. 
But there are some Acts from which 
Wales would be gladly excluded, owing to 
the opinions of the majority of the popu- 
lation, and this is one of them. We have 
heard a good deal since last Monday of | 
the injustice that this Bill will inflict 
upon other parts of the United King- | 
dom. That injustice is especially marked 
in the case of Wales. The Welsh nation 
isa nation of Nonconformists, and there- 
fore the passing of this Act would be | 
especially unjust to Wales. Welsh Non- | 
conformists consider that the tithe at the | 
present time is entirely misappropriated, | 
and they hold that it should be applied | 
to purely national purposes. They ob- | 
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~— | Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
. (Denbighs.) | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
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kton-on-Tees) 


Williams, John Carvell (Notts 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R- 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 

Flint) Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
mn Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Hud’stield 
Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


Hawick B.) 


Philip J. 


cis S. 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur 


(Westmeath) 


ject to what they deem to be national 
property being paid into the coffers of 
one sect, and they think it is only adding 
a further injustice to relieve one par- 
ticular class of the community at the 
expense of the nation generally. I have 
observed that hon. Gentlemen opposite re- 
presenting Welsh constituencies have voted 
steadily, and with an almost pathetic 
fidelity, with the Government on most of 
the stages of this Bill. I see one or two 
of them who represent urban constituencies 
in South Wales, and I do not envy them the 
task of presenting to their constituents 
the case for this Bill. I have no doubt they 
will do it as ably and effectively as it can 
be done ; they will make the best case 
for the most wretched Bill that was 
ever brought before this House; but 
still, at the same time, I have confi- 
dence as to what would be the result of 
an appeal to their constituents on this 
particular Bill. In the last Parliament we 
had no less than thirty-one out of thirty- 
four Welsh members pledged to redress 
the great injustice which the existence of 
religious inequality in the Principality 
entails. It is true that in this Parlia- 
ment we have not so large a majority, 
but still there are twenty-five of us as 
against nine. You are forcing a measure 
down the throats of a people who, by 
twenty-five votes to nine, have declared 
their opposition to the kind of Bill you 
are now introducing—a measure which 
they view as a great act of injustice. 


Over and over again in the course 
of these Debates it has _ been 
asserted that this Bill is based on 


justice, but do you think it is right to 
make the Nonconformists of Wales, the 
people who have been doing the major 
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part of the religious and spiritual work 
in that country during the past genera- 
tion, to pay out of their own hard earnings 
a still further addition to the tithe in 
Wales? I ask the House is that justice 
to the country, a portion of which I 
represent ? As the Committee is aware 
the tithe question has been a burning 
question in Wales in the past, and 
hundreds and thousands of farmers have 
undergone very severe pains and penalties 
rather than pay the tithe. The payment 
has been enforced,not merely by tithe bailiffs 
and emergency men, butalsoby themilitary 
forces of the Crown, and the Welsh Non- 
conformists have been made to feel a 
galling yoke. Thousands of people have 
been sold up rather than pay the tithe 
voluntarily, and these are the very men 
upon whom you are throwing an addi- 
tional burden. I have spoken of them as 
the people who have been doing the 
spiritual work of the country. Let me 
give an instance—a parish which is 
typical of hundreds of other parishes in 
Wales. It is a large and populous parish. 
During the last few years mining centres 
have sprung up in different parts of it. 
“There was one church in a small hamlet 
in a thinly populated part of the 
parish, and to the services of that church 
many hundreds of pounds of tithes were 
devoted annually. The rest of the tithe 
probably went into the coffers of the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners. What did 
the Church do in that parish? It main- 
tained out of the money contributed by 
the tithe-payers, chiefly Nonconformists, 
one Church for a few people. What did 
the Nonconformists doin the populous min- 
ing and quarrying villages ? They made re- 
ligious provision for the inhabitants ; they 
provided Sunday services for people who 
would otherwise have been altogether 
destitute of religious ministrations. That 
continued for a long time, and then the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners provided 
another church. There are hundreds 
of country parishes in which there is 
one church attended by a_ small 
handful of people, but in which by 
far the greater portion of spiritual 
work is done by Nonconformists, who 
have no endowment in the shape of tithe 
to rely upon. The work has been done 
from first to last on the voluntary prin- 
ciple because their hearts were in it. They 
have provided theological colleges for the 
education of ministers. They have pro- 
vided populous churchless places with 
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' ministers, and in places 
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where there 
has been no minister there has been an 
energetic and devoted diaconate ready 
to conduct Sunday and week night 
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services, to visit the sick, and to 
look after the religious training of 


the young. These are the people who 
have again and again declared against the 
Church Establishment and against the 
application of tithes to the support of the 
Church, and these are the people whom 
you are going to fine for the benefit of 
the clergy. I think our position was 
very well defined by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for West Birming- 
ham when he said that the great principle 
of religious equality was everywhere 
slowly undermining the fabric of ecclesias- 
tical privilege. Yet you are now building 
up a fabric of ecclesiastical privilege. The 
right hon. Gentleman told us further that 
this principle of religious equality was 
fatal to all State Churches, and that it 
would surely be applied to the Church in 
England, Scotland, and Wales. He further 
went on to point out the sentiment of the 
people of the Principality was more 
unanimous and the anomalies of the 
present arrangement were more striking 
and irritating in Wales than elsewhere, 
and it had, therefore, the first claim to 
their sympathy and support in its efforts 
to free itself from a burden which recent 
events, and especially the tithe agitation, 
had shown to be almost intolerable to the 
vast majority of the population. Yet you 
are now proposing to add to that burden. 
Let us see what the Nonconformists have 
been doing in Wales. In 1775 there 
were only 171 Nonconformist congrega- 
tions, in 1816 the namber had increased 
to 993, and in 1861 it was 2,927, while 
in 1892 it has risen to 4,262. More 
than 3,000 Nonconformist places of 
worship have been built in Wales within 
the last eighty years. In 1859 the com- 
municants belonging to the four leading 
Welsh denominations numbered 258,000; 
in 1892 they had increased to 381,000, 
an addition of 473 per cent. Now Wales 
is a small country, and these figures 
show that Nonconformity has increased 
very rapidly. I remember that when 
this subject was last mentioned in the 
House, the hon. Baronet the Member 
for Swansea drew attention to the 
increase of churches in the Rhondda 
Valley, that being the best example of 
progress the Establishment has to present 
in Wales. What are the facts in regard to 
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that? In the year 1866 there were in 
this Valley four churches and eleven 
chapels; in 1870 there were seven 
churches and twenty-one chapels ; in 1884 
there were eleven churches and ninety- 
eight chapels; and in 1892 the figures 
showed sixteen churches and 117 chapels. 
And that is in the very heart of Wales, 
where the Church prides itself on the 
progress it has made. Now I would 
remind the Committee that this is only a 
temporary Bill. It is only to last for 
two years, and I do not think that, in 
the course of those two years, the posi- 
tions of the Church and Nonconformity 
are likely to be altered relatively to any 
material extent. I wish to ask the 
Government is there any limit whatever 
to their desire to force measures of this 
kind upon Wales? We have asked for 
measures in which the Welsh people are 
interested, but every request of that kind 
has been refused, no matter how 
reasonable it may have been. We do 
not ask for this Bill; we only ask to be 
exempted from its operation, and surely 
that is a reasonable demand on our part. 
Ihope that hon. Gentlemen will not allow 
their hostility to Welsh Nonconformity 
to carry them beyond due bounds. They 
have a large majority; let them use it 
with mercy. Of course, if they choose 
to refuse every request that is made by 
the representatives of Wales, I can only 
warn them that the time is coming when 
the people of Wales will again vote 
against them with practical unanimity. 


New clause (Extent of Act)—(Jr. 
Lewis)—brought up, and read the first 
time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: The hon. Gentle- 
man who moved this Amendment has 
spoken with much feeling of the work 
done by Welsh Nonconformists. I can 
assure him that he is mistaken in sup- 
posing there is on this side of the House 
any feeling of hostility towards Noncon- 
formity in Wales. but there was one 
omission which I did note in his speech, 
and that was that he made no reference 
to the excellent work which has also been 
done by the Church of Wales. After all, 
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| question. 


we are not engaged upon a Disestablish- | 


ment Bill. 


hon. Gentleman in that portion of his 
speech, although I shall be prepared when | 
the occasion arises to deal 


I am not going to follow the | 


with that! listened to. 
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This Bill cannot be converted 
into a means of discussing the propriety 
of keeping up the Established Church in 
Wales, and everyone will agree that, as 
long as that Established Church exists, 
and as long as the clergyman in Wales 
is paid out of the tithe rent-charge, his 
grievance is exactly the same as that of 
his English brother. There is no possible 
difference. He does the same work, he 
is paid in the same way, and he has the 
same unjust burdens inflicted on him. 
We have decided that those burdens are 
unjust, and I confess it strikes me that 
this Amendment trenches most seriously 
upon the work which this Committee has 
already done. We have passed the first 
clause, providing that the owner of tithe 
rent-charge attached to a benefice shall 
be relieved of one-half of his rates, and 
really :t would have been better if the 
attempt to exclude Wales had been made 
when that clause was under consideration. 
This is an endeavour to go back upon 
what the Committee has already decided. 
With regard to the proposal that no 
deduction shall be made from the sums 
payable to local authorities in Wales and 
Monmouthshire on account of the Estate 
Duty Grant, by reason of the passing of 
this Act, I think the hon. Member will 
see on reflection that he is mistaken in 
the idea that this money is taken directly 
from the Welsh ratepayers. As a matter 
of fact it is taken out of the sum which 
would otherwise go into the Local Taxa- 
tion Account, and the burden is dis- 
tributed over the whole country in a 
manner which we spent the greater part 
of yesterday in discussing. It is nota 
burden which is specially and exclusively 
inflicted on Wales. If I understand the 
latter part of the Amendment aright, it is 
proposed that there should be a modifica- 
tion of the Lecal Government Act, 1888, 
and that there should be an addition 
made to the sum given to each Welsh 
eounty. But we have already decided 
how the money required under this Bill is 
to be obtained, and I respectfu'ly ask the 
Committee not to undo the work it did 
yesterday. 


*Mr. J. H. ROBERTS: I do not pro- 
propose to detain the Committee many 
minutes, for I think the action of the re- 
presentatives of Wales has been shown 
with sufficient vigour during these Debates. 
I should like, however, to say a few 
words in reply to the speech we have just 
I have not a single word to 
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say against the Welsh clergy, but I will 
point out that, owing to the circum- 
stances in which they are placed in regard 
to their religious work in Wales, it is 
absolutely impossible for them to do for 
Wales what is being done by their fel- 
low clergy in England and elsewhere. 


What I wish to point out is that, whereas | 
in England the country as a whole will ; 


subscribe to the carrying out of the 
financial proposals of this Bill, the same 
thing has to be done in Wales with this 
difference, that in England the feeling 
may not be so very strong againgst this 
Bill financially, whereas the feeling in 
Wales is overwhelmingly against it. 
There are-two or three practical con- 
siderations to which 1 wish to direct the 
attention of the Committee. First of all, 
the financial position of Wales is not that 
of England. Ido not say that Wales is 
a poor country, but it is much poorer 
than England, and less able to bear the 
burden which this Bill imposes. I will 
give the Committee two or three facts 
with regard to that point. In England 
income tax is paid at the rate of £6 4s. 2d. 
per head, whereas in Wales it is only 
£4 &s. 10d. In 1890, under Schedule D, 
England paid at the rate of £10 1s. 2d., 
and Wales at only £4 18&s., or less than 
half. The next practical consideration 
is that the local authorities in Wales 
have made good use of the money handed 
to them through the Local Taxation 
Account. I do not suppose there is a 
single set of county councils which has 
so effectually and usefully expended the 
money at their command for the edu- 
cation and higher interests of the 
country than the Welsh County Councils. 
Further I would remind the Com- 
mittee that the amount received from 
Treasury subventions in Wales is not as 
great as itis in England. In England the 
rate of 74d. per head; in Wales in 1890 
it was only 54d. The third point that I 
desire to make has reference to what has 
been done by Nonconformists in Wales. 
Ido not know whether the Committee 
realises the extent of the sacrifices which 
the Nonconformists of Wales have mace, 
and are prepared to make, for the higher 
interests of the country. In Wales the 
Welsh Presbyterians subscribed during last 
year nearly £250,000 for various religious 
purposes, and they are only one out of the 
four Nonconformist sects in Wales. Is it 


not strange, therefore, that this miserable 
pittance provided by the Bill should have 


Mr. J. H. Roberts. 
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to be paid by the general tax-payers 
of the country towards further in- 
creasing the endowment of the clergy 
of the Church of England? Further, 
with regard to the Welsh clergy, I believe, 
if I have not misread their character, that 
they will not personally welcome the 
financial proposals of this Bill. It must 
be remembered that the position of the 
| Nonconformist Church in Wales is an 
| essential factor in the Bill now before us. 
|I wish to reiterate the point mentioned 
| by my hon. friend, that the Established 
| Church in Wales is in a decided minority ; 
| that it is the church of the rich, and that 
| it has inthe past ranged itself against the 
| national aspirations of the country. That 
| isan historical fact. On the other hand, we 
| have the exceptional position occupied by 
|the Nonconformists. They embrace the 
| large majority of the people of the country, 
'and they have also identified themselves 
| very closely during the last fifty years with 
every effort to advance the higher interests 
| of the country. Although I know this 
| Bill is bound to pass, it remains the fact 
| that the overwhelming feeling in Wales 
| is against it. If it is unjust, as I believe 
| it is to England, it is far more unjust to 
| Wales. I myself am driven to the con- 
clusion vear by year that you will not be 
‘able to legislate in harmony with the 
feeling of the people of Wales until we 
'have some fundamental change in the 
machinery of Parliament, and [ am con- 
vinced that such a change must be made 
before Wales can realise her just aspira- 
| tions. I beg to support the new clause. 





Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : I appeal 
'to the right hon. Gentleman opposite to 
| have some consideration for the people of 
| Wales. You are imposing on Wales this 
| Bill against which the Welsh peeple em- 
| phatically protest. It is a measure to 
| subsidise the Church of England, and any- 
| body who has the least acquaintance with 
| Welsh social and political life knows 
perfectly well that one of the great causes 
of estrangement between Welshmen and 
“nglishmen is the existence of the Estab- 
lished Church in Wales. This proposal 
may be said to be a somewhat small one 
and to affect a meritorious class, but small 
as it is it is none the less irritating. We 
ourselves complained not long ago against 
the policy of pin-pricks. This is some- 
thing more than a pin-prick, because it is 
opposed to the national sentiment of the 
country, which has declared itself fully 
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formists and Chnrchmen alike, giving 
relief to the clergy of the Church of 
England. It is the Church of the rich, 
and in parish after parish in Wales you 
will find that the only persons who attend 
the church are the parson and his family 
and one or two country gentlemen. The 
Solicitor-General said that this was not a 
Disestablishment Debate. But Disestab- 
lishment is nevertheless somewhat  in- 
volved in what we are doing to-night. It 
is perfectly true that in agricultural dis- 
tricts a considerable portion of the money 
required will come, not from the country 
distriets, but from the towns; but, for all 
that, the country districts will still have 
to pay. 

*THE CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The 


hon. Gentleman is straying from the 





point. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: I was 
only replying to an argument on the 
other side, but I will not pursue it. An- 
other argument of the Solicitor-General 
was that the clergy grievance is the same 
in England and in Wales. We say that 
by the methods you are adopting you may 
remedy a clergy grievance, but you are 
creating a ratepayers’ grievance, and 
therefore you are only shifting the 
burden. In Wales that grievance will be 
felt much more strongly than in England, 
because of the strong hostility between 
the Church of England and the other de- 
nominations. Now, I wish to make an 
appeal to Churchmen on the other side. 
Do they think they are really aiding the 
cause of the Church of England in sup- 
porting this Bill 4 

*THE CHAIRMAN: I must call the 
hon. Member's attention to the fact that 
the only question before the Committee 
is whether Wales should or should not be 
exempt from this Bill. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: I was 
trying, I am afraid imperfectly, to bring 
forward reasons why Wales should be 
exempt, and I will conclude my remarks 
byan appeal to Churchmen, in the interests 
of the Church of England, to grant the 
concession asked for by this clause. 

Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: The | 
teasons why this Amendment has been 
moved have been stated so fully and so | 
well by several Members representing 
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and emphatically against it. By this Bill 
you are, at the cost of Noncon- 


‘denied for a 
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to go into them at length. Nobody can 
deny that this is a very reasonable and 
important Amendment. [am supporting 
it, politically speaking, very much against 
my own views, if I have any Party feeling 
inthe matter. That which I should most 
desire is that this Amendment should be 
rejected, for I do not know anything that 
would have a greater effect in eradicating 
the tares which have been sown in the 
Liberal wheat in Wales. From that point 
of view the rejection of the Amendment 
would be advantageous. It is absolutely 
impossible that this Government could 
have proposed a measure which could 
be more bitterly opposed by the great 
majority of the people of Wales. The 
majority of the Welsh people are attached 
to Nonconformity. That will not be 
moment. Hitherto it has 
been the boast of the Church of England 
that it relied 


on its own pecuniary 
resources. But now for the first time a 
demand is made on the general tax- 


payer, who has no particular connection 
with the Church, to subsidise the clergy 
of the Established Church. That is an 
entirely new feature in the relations 
between the Church and the population, 
and the Church will no longer be able to 
say, like the Nonconformist denomina- 
tions, that it costs nothing to the people. 
My opinion is that this is an act of injustice 
generally, but above all it is an act of 
special injustice to such a population as 
that of Wales. I have no desire to go 
into all the considerations which certainly, 
I think, ought to give the Committee 
pause before passing such a measure as 
this against the will of the Welsh people. 
Never was a measure designed by the 
Imperial Parliament which has more 
wantonly and more unjustly irritated the 
sentiments of the Welsh people, and for 
that reason [ shall heartily support the 
clause. 


Mr. LONG: The right hon. Gentleman 
has appealed to us on behalf of Wales not 
to include Wales in this Bill. I am 
bound to say I am surprised at the 
grounds on which the right hon. Gentle- 
man supported the claim made by the 
Welsh Members. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has referred, as_ several hon. 
Members have referred, to the position of 
the Established Church in Wales, and to 
the power of the Nonconformists. As my 
hon, and learned friend said earlier in 


Welsh constituencies that it is not neces-|the evening, nobody here is prepared 
sry for me, with less perfect knowledge, | or desires to contest in the smallest degree 


2F 
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the efforts made by Nonconformity in 
Wales for the progress of Christianity and 
education. On the contrary we desire 
heartily to endorse them. That, how- 
ever is not a question which is germane to 
the discussion. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, if he desired to support the case of 
Wales for exemption, ought at least to 
have shown that the Welsh clerical tithe- 
owner does not suffer under those disa- 
bilities which have been established over 
and over again during these Debates to 
exist with regard to clerical tithe-owners 
in England. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
have not attempted to show that there is 
any other ratepayer whose liability is the 
same as the clerical owner of tithe or who 
pays in the same proportion for local 
expenses. It is rather late in the day 
now to contest that. It is perfectly well 
known that the position of the owner of 
clerical tithe in Wales is not in any de- 
gree different from that of the owner of 
tithe rent-charge in England. No argu- 
ment has been advanced against that, and 
that being the case I submit that no 
ground whatever has been made out for 
the acceptance of this clause. |The Com- 
mittee has already decided that a certain 
amount of rate should be repaid, and that 
asum should be found from a_ particular 
source, and I submit that to exempt 
Wales on the ground that Nonconformity 
is in the majority, or that the Established 
Church is in a minority, or that sectarial 
differences of opinion, which I hope and 
helieve are subsiding, exist is to make an 
unreasonable proposition which I hope the 
Committee will reject. 

Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: The right 
hon. Gentleman who has just spoken has 
talked about a subject of which he knows 
very little. (No, no.”) I do not sup- 
pose for a moment that the right hon. 
Gentleman will contend that he is an 
authority on ecclesiastical matters in 
Wales. I have already paid my tribute 
to the right hon. Gentleman on his con- 
duet of this Bill, but as regards Wales he 
isnot to be regarded as an authority at 
all. Without going over the ground so 
excellently traversed by my hon. friends, 
and so admirably dealt with by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire, I will deal with the 
matter from a somewhat different stand- 
point. The case against the Bill does not 
merely depend upon the injustice of 
making Wales subscribe out of the taxa- 
tion of the country for an alien church. 
If anything, it is still more unjust that 


Mr. Long. 
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the Welsh people should be called upon 
not merely to contribute to the Church in 
| Wales, but also to contribute very largely 


ito the maintenance of the Church in 
England. I desire to protest against 


these public moneys being given to the 
support of the Church in the Princi- 


pality, but I still more strongly 
protest against taking public money 
out of the pockets ot the Welsh tax- 


payers to support the Church in England, 
Now, the case lies in a nutshell. The 
parochial incumbents in Wales do not 
receive a very large amount of tithe. [ 
believe it will be admitted that, on the 
whole, the Welsh clergyman has a smaller 
living on the average than the English 
clergyman. The whole amount of the 
tithe rent-charge in the twelve counties of 
the Principality is £257,000. Therefore, 
the sum given under this Bill, propor- 
tionately speaking. te the Welsh clergy- 
men is not very large. [ think the whole 
sum amounts to something liks £8,000. 
Twelve counties in England, however, 
receive in tithe rent-charge exaetly ten 
times as much as the twelve in the Prin- 
cipality. So far as the individual clergy- 
man is concerned, | do not think that 
many of us on this side of the House 
would object to the Welsh clergyman 
having the money. The individual 
parson in Wales is net a very unpopular 
person. He is rendered unpopular by 
reason of the fact that the Establishment 
is against him, but individually he is 
regarded as rather «a good fellow. Hon. 
Members who Wales best can 
testify to the fat that if there is a 
worthless scallywag he is sent 
to the as a rule, on 
that very ground he is a_ very 
good fellow individually. | Whatever 
you may say about Welsh clergymen, 
they are really not half as bad beggars as 
English clergymen are. They receive less 
money, and they do not complain. More- 
over, the Welsh clergymen have not 
really asked for the money which you are 
going to give under this Bill. I am sure 
‘the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Swansea will not get up and say that 
there has been anything like the demand 
for this relief among the Welsh clergy 
that we have seen exhibited in England. 
: But if the Welsh Church is increasing, as 
has been stated, why do not its supporters 
‘maintain their own clergymen if their 
clergymen desire « better living! I 
doubt very much whether the House will 
see going into the Division Lobby in favour 
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stituency in Wales. 


election, in favour of this Bill. 


the Church of England. 


proposal of the Government. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM 


England in Wales. 


this Bill. 


that is sufficiently differential to 


upon the plea that it should not be forced 
upon the Principality. Some of my Welsh 
friends have urged the argument that the 
regrettable neglectby the Church of Eng- 
land of the interest of the Welsh people in 
Wales is a sufficient reason why this Bill 
To this 
And _ no one here cares to deny 
the facts, the historical facts regarding the 
neglect of the Church in Wales during 
this period. That regrettable fact is always 
kept green in the minds of the Welsh 
people that read the description given 
of that time by the hymnologist from 


should not be applied to Wales. 
I agree. 


Pantyeelyn when he said 


“Pan oedd eymru gynt yn gonweder meion 
annuwiol farwol hun Heb na phrespitar na 


Ffeiradé Nae un Esgob ar ddihun.” 


(Loud laughter.) Hon. Members 


What further proof does this 


foreion tongue than the fact that even hon. 
o o 


Members jaugh at the very same tongue 


when now used? However, this is not 
the point I intended to urge upon the 
consideration of this House when I rose. 
| think that it is high time that this 
Debate was risen to a higher ground. 
The House, so far, has interested itself 
with what will be effect of this measure 
upon the mechanism of the Church ; but I 
2F 2 
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of the Government and against this 
Amendment a single Member for a con- 
Those Gentleman 
dare not vote, if they desire to seek re- 
I contend 
that a hardship arises not only because 
this money is taken from the pockets of 
the Welsh taxpayer for the benefit of the 
Welsh clergymen who are not asking for 
it, but that given is given in a much larger 
measure for the support of the clergy of 
I therefore hope 
we shall be perfectly solid in opposing the 


(Gla 
morganshire, Rhondda): In rising at this 
hour of the morning my only reason is 
that [ want to enter my protest against 
any further endowment of the Church of 
Hon. and right hon. 
Members have said that Wales has no 
particular grounds of its own for rejecting 
But allow me to say, Sir, that 
if there were but one, that one being 
that it is the Church of England in Wales, 
and not the Church of Wales in Wales, 


hase 


may 
laugh, but it is too true all the same. 
House 
need of the futility of the Church trying 
to teach the Welsh people religion in a 
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want to know what effect it will have 
upon the Church as a moral power in 
the land. I have been waiting to hear 
whether some of my Welsh friends on the 
other side would have a word to say in de- 
fence of the real Church in this matter. 
I freelyadmitthatthe Church in Wales has 
donesome good there, during the last decade 
especially. And I cannot help thinking 
that that good will be sorely impeded by 
the effect of this Bill. I freely admit 
that I did not think there was so much 
in this Bill until I heard the important 
statement made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture when opposing the Amendment 
of the hon. gentleman the senior Member 
for Merthyr. He then said that if that 
Amendment was carried it would take 
away 50 per cent. of the funds avail- 
able for the use of this Bill. If that be 
the case, and that 50 per cent. of the 
money for the relief of the clergy is 
going to come out of a fund which goes 
to the relief of the poor, what is to be- 
come of the relationship between the 
clergy—the incumbent, the vicar, and 
especially the curate—that administer to 
the poor, and the poor which they ad- 
minister to? One of the great digni- 
taries of the Church said only the other 
day “that the people, and especially the 
poor among the people, should understand 
and feel that the Church existed for them.” 
If, then, the clergy were going to curtail 
their contributions to the poor fund 
to the tune of between £40,000 and 
£50,000, would they expect the poor in 
the land to believe any longer that those 
clergy had any sympathy with them? If, 
then, the effect of this Bill will be to kill 
that good feeling between the clergy in 
the Church and the poor people which 
they administer to, what will become 
of the Church—the veal moral power 
of that Church upon the poor which 
it professes to exist for? Can- 
not hon. and right hon. Members 
see that ene of the direct effects of this 
must be to destroy the influence of the 
Church as a moral power in the land? 
[I would, therefore, appeal to hon. 
Members for Wales to support this 
Amendment for the sake of the Church 
itself. And I would ask them, as mem- 


bers of the Church and its advocates in 
Wales, to well consider, before casting 
their votes in this matter, whether it is 
the interest of the clergy in the Church 
or the Church itself, including its poor, 
they are here to defend. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I very much 
regret that the Members of the Govern- 
ment have not thought fit to tackle 
the arguments which have been advanced 
by hon. Members for Wales in favour of 
this motion. The Solicitor-General ob- 
jected to the Amendment on purely 
technical grounds, but surely this matter 
is far too important to be put aside by 
the raising of mere technicalities. It is a 
matter of justice to the whole of the 
people of the Principality, and a mere 
technical argument is not a sufficient 
answer. The President of the Board of 
Agriculture said that the mere fact that 
a vast majority of the Welsh people were 
opposed to the Establishment altogether 
was a perfectly irrelevant argument. But 
surely he cannot say that. We pay 
annually something like £300,000 to the 
Church out of ow national endowment, 
and the Government come down, in spite 
of our protest, ana say, “We ask you 
people in Wales to add to that endow- 
ment by £8,000 a year.” That is a very 
unfair thing todo. They have excluded 
Ireland and they have excluded Scotland 
from the operation of the Bill, but every 
argument that can be advanced for ex- 
cluding Ireland and Scotland can also 
be advanced for excluding Wales. This 
arrangement is repudiated by the vast 
majority of the Welsh people. A 
Welsh nobleman has written a letter 
within the last few days in which 
he says that, though a_ supporter 
of the Government, he has subscribed 
quite enough already to the Church of 
England in Wales, and will not subscribe 
a single penny piece more towards 
maintaining a Church whose doctrines are 
hostile to the Reformation. And yet the 
people of Wales, four-fifths of whom dis- 
believe the doctrines of the Church root 
and branch, are called upon to subscribe, 
not £50 or £100, but £8,000 a year 
towards the maintenance of this Church. 
Surely that is a monstrous proposition, 
especially in the present state of the 
Church of England in Wales and outside. 
I have not heard in the course of this 
Debate that the main principle laid down 
by hon. Members for Wales has been 
challenged, namely, that the vast majority 
of the people disavow the services of the 
Church. I submit that that is a very 
relevant consideration. What is the 
ground on which this Bill has been intro- 
duced? One is that it is for professional 
services rendered. Who, in Wales, has 
called for those services ? 


{COMMONS} 


' 
| 


the people of Wales ? 
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them? The people say, “ We don’t want 
the services.” Why should they be called 
upon to pay for them ? How many people 
came before the Commission to represent 
The only layman 
was the hon. Member for Tunbridge, 
but he is not a Welsh member. The hon, 
Member comes from Denbighshire. He 
toils night and day for the promotion of the 
interests of our National Church—of the 
National Church of the Welsh people, so 
we are told. And yet he has not been 
able to find a single seat in Wales to 
return him as amember! (Interruption.) 
Yes, the hon. Member has not tried, he- 
cause he knows perfectly well he has not 
the remotest chance. If his views com- 
mended themselves to the people of Den 
highshire, where he resides, surely with his 
ability he would have found a seat in that 
particular county. And who is the other 
witness who came before this Commission? 
He is a Welsh rector. What is his case } 
He is paid net tithe amounting to 
£279 2s. 2d. The whole population of 
his parish is about 450. Four-fifths of 
the population attend the Calvinistic 
Methodist place of worship, and very few 
of the rest ever attend the parish church 
Here is a gentleman who is receiving 
£279 for his services for the whole of the 
parish, whilst the minister of the real 
parish church—the minister who attends 
to four-fifths of the population—is not 
paid one-half that this gentleman is_ paid. 
And yet the rector comes and says, “ Itis 
true I do not minister to this population, 
it is true that | only do one-tifth of the 
work for which I am paid, but I ask that 
you should give me a rise in my salary.” 
It is exactly as if the Local Government 
Board were to impose a medical officer 
upon a particular district, and, in spite 
of the fact that the district did not want 
his services, did not believe in him, and 
preferred to pay their own doctor, were 
obliged to appoint him, and give him an 
increase of salary. Something has been 
said about hon. Members for Wales who 
sit on the opposite side. A short time 
ago the Leader of the Conservative party 
in Wales was in the House, but not a 
word has he said in support of this pro- 
posal. I should like to knew what he 
has to say about this Amendment. I see 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham also present. There 
was a time when he raised his powerful 
voice in favour of the Welsh people, and 
when he insisted upon having their griev- 
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want and yet he is now a member of a Govern- | population to deal with, but instead of 
alled ment which seeks to aggravate that griev- redressing their grievances they aggra- 
20ple ance, and to impose an additional tax of vate and intensify them by proposals of 
asent £8,000 in favour of the Church which he | this character. 

"man himself once regarded as a source of one a <3 i es 
idge, of the greatest grievances of the Welsh Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: May I cor 
hon, people. I think’ we can appeal to him py one figure? I gave the sum of 

He @ atany rate to put inone word in favour of , £8,000 as being the amount of the tax 
f the the people of Wales in this matter. [| made upon Wales in regard to this Bill. 
f the venture to appeal to the Government, That figure, I believe, is more accurately 
le, 80 having exempted Ireland from the provi- stated at something under £6,000. 
been sions of the Bill, and having exempted} Question put. 
es to Scotland, to exempt Wales. We are asking | 
tion.) nothing which is unfair. The Government | The Committee divided :—Ayes, 120; 
1, he- have a perfectly loyal and law-abiding | Noes, 233. (Division List, No. 263.) 
por AYES. 
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hs of Burns, Jolin Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. Riekett, J. Compton 
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paid. Dalziel, James Henry Lough, Thomas Stevenson, Francis S. 
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re Donelan, Captain A. M‘Ewan, William Walton,JolinLawson(Leeds,S. 
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spite Edwards, Owen Morgan Maden, John Henry Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
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1, and Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) | Morgan,J.Lioyd(Carmarthen) | Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
were Evans, Sir F. H. (S’thampton) | Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) Woodhouse, SirJ. T( Hudd’rsfd 
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heen Ferguson, RK. C. M. (Leith) Nussey, Thomas Willans | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
; who Flynn, James Christopher O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 

time Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) Mr. M‘Arthur 
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Drucker, A. 
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Mr. DALZIEL: I 


duty fourteen hours. 


that we should sit all night. 


rise 
motion on behalf of the officials of the 
House, most of whom have now been on 
It was never intended 
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to move a 


That is not 
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Tollemache, Henry James 
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Vincent, Col. Sir C.E. Howard 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hn. Robert A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
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Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart 

Wylie, Alexander 

Ww yndhi un, George 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


the usual interpretation of the suspension 
of the twelve o'clock rule ; 
intended to sit longer than a reasonable 
time, and have we not on the present 
occasion sat long enough ? 


it was never 


There are still 
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several important clauses to be dealt 
with, and I beg to move that progress be 
reported and the Debate be adjourned. 


Motion made and ()uestion proposed— 


“That the Chairman do report progress ; 
and ask leave to sit ayain.’-—-(. Wr. Dalziel.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ido not pro- 
pose to enter inte any recriminatory 
matter. I would merely point out that 
although it is perfectly true that the in- 
convenience caused to all concerned is 
considerable, some hou. Members on the 
Opposition side insist upon obstructing the 
business, and there is i help but to sit 
on. This afternoon since four o’clock we 
have discussed «a definition clause, a 
clause dealing with the title of the Bill, 
and a clause saying when it is to come 
into operation, and we have been dis- 
cussing those three clauses ten hours. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I regret the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 


House will not aceede so reasonable a 
request. When we move Amendments 
he will not discuss them. As for the 


amount of work we have done to-night, we 
have passed three clanses, and in no single 
case in the time of the last Liberal Govern- 
ment were so many clauses passed at one 
sitting owing to the tactics of the Opposi- 
tion. I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
most earnestly to listen to the appeal of 
my hon. friend. 


Sm H. CAMPBELI-BANNERMAN : 
I am personally neo advocate of long 
sittings nor of delaving proceedings, and 
Jam bound to say l do not think my hon. 
friend is unreasonable in asking the 
Government whether they intend to make 
the House sit until the rest of the Bill is 
dealt with. If that is their intention I 
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of the Treasury to set himself against 


every Amendment for the purpose of 


avoiding a discussion on the Report stage, 
though no doubt it isa clever proceeding. 
Surely now he is not going to keep us 
here indefinitely ? If he is, all we ean do 
is to divide the House upon this motion, 
as a protest against such tactics. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I do think 
it isan unreasonable thing to ask Members 
to sacrifice their time and jeopardise their 
health in order that a measure not men- 
tioned in the Queen’s Speech should be 
forced through this House. The Govern: 
ment are acting most unreasonably in 
making these demands on the Committee 
and on private Members. Even if we 
are a minority, we are entitled to con- 
sideration. The Welsh Members have 
devoted to this matter attention and 
consideration which must have elicited 
admiration from all sides, while the 
Irish and Scotch Members have 
rendered what assistance they could in 
the Division Lobby. But to say that we 
shall be doing walking marches all night 
is an abuse of the power of a strong 
Government. I hope the Government 
will acknowledge the reasonableness of 
the proposal, and, instead of continuing this 
discussion at this hour, recognise that the 
Independent Members are entitled to some 
fair treatment, and ought not to be re- 
duced to a condition of slavery, or at any 
rate called upon to bear the burdens of 
the Church Party by sacrificing their 
time, energy, and health. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I would venture to 
appeal to the right hon. Gentleman on 
behalf of the President of the Board of 
Agriculture. He has now gone out, 


‘doubtless, to seek a little well-deserved 


protest against it. This is not an_ 
ordinary Bill; it ix merely another 
added to the many instances I have 


known of dealing with a Bill before | 


this House in any way but the straight- 
forward way. All the ingenious devices 
which have been invented do not further 
the business at all. 
be a most objectionable Bill to a large 
section of the House and country. There 


This Bill is known to | 


is tremendous feeling against it on this | 


side of the House and on the Government 
side, and Conservative candidateswho have 


stood in the country have repudiated it. | Standing Committee on Law. 


refreshment. 


Mr. Bousrietp (Hackney, N.) rose 
in his place, and claimed to move, “ That 
the Question be now put;” but the 
Chairman withheld his assent, and 
declined then to put that Question. 


Mr. LAMBERT : He has been sitting 
in close attendance on this Bill, and | 
notice he is requested to attend at 11.45 
this morning for the purpose of guiding 


his Lands Improvement Bill through the 
We have 


Iam bound to say [ do not think it is! a great respect for the President of the 
respectful to the House for the First Lord | Board of Agriculture, who is so interested 
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in his Department, and we 
Gentleman to spare him | 
this unnecessary sitting up in the small 


to the rignt hon. 


hours of the morning. 
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would appeal | 


Noes, 216. 
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(Accrington) 
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The Committee divided : 
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Question put. 
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Gibbs, An. A.G. H.(CityofLond 
Gilliat, John Saunders 


Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | 


Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, RHn.G.J.(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsev, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Sir Edw. Stock (Bristol) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 

Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lient-General 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Mr. 


should go. 


HUMPHREYS-OWEN : 
Amendment I have to move is one which 
will commend itself to all Members. It 
is a very well recognised view that, in 
order to have purity in dealing with public 
money, it is important that you should 
identify the persons to whom the money 
In this instance you are pro- 
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Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (L’pool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Luecas-Shad well. William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L(Edinbureh, W.) 
Maleolm, Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank,SirPowlett Charles.J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick Georee 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.{ Monm’thsh 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northeote. Hon.SirH. Stafford 
O Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pender, Sir James 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, R. (Lanes, Newton 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, SirThos.(Hartlep’] 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 


The 


items. 
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Ritehie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement (Molyneux) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt HonColEdw..J. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chiehester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn. Janes Leslie 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruee C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. Jno. Lloyd 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir yam Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
WilsonJ. W.(Worcestersh. ,N.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


which the ratepayers are informed, not 
only of the amounts spent, but to whom 
they are given, I will give one or two 
There is an allowance of £1 15s. 
to a police-constable, 15s. to a lady, and 
£1 3s. 4d. to a P.C. Lewis, and so on. It 
is equally desirable that the clergy—who 
are public officers, now to receive distinct 





viding considerable sums of money from 
public funds for the relief of certain 
clergymen in different counties and county 
boroughs in England Wales. It is obvious 
that it is desirable that the expenditure of 
these sums of money, coming as they do 
entirely out of the funds at the disposal 
of the councils, should be scrutinised with 
the same minuteness as is applied by these 
bodies to expenditure of their ordinary 
funds. I have here the accounts of the 
county council of my own county, and to 
give a specimen of the careful way in 


grants out of the public funds—should be 
shown in the same way in the accounts of 
the county councils from whom they re- 
ceive the grants. I therefore move the 
Amendment. 


New clause :— 


“The Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
shall,not more than eight days after they have, 
under the provisions of this Act, paid any 
moneys in respect of any rate on tithe rent- 
charge, make out and forward to the council 
of the county borough or administrative county 


wherein the hereditaments out of which that 
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tithe rent-charge arises are situate, a certificate 
stating the amount of the payment and the 


Tithe Rent-Charge 


name of the benefice to which the tithe rent- | 


charge is attached.”—(Ur. Humphreys-Owen.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


{COMMONS} 
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transaction by asking for a Return in 
Parliament, which everybody knows we 
cannot get unless the Government of the 
day happen to consent to it. I can assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that the mover 
of this clause is actuated purely and solely 
by the desire to get the measure into 
working shape, and to prevent any irregu- 
larities whatsoever. 


Mr. LONG: The suggestion made in | 


the proposed new clause is a very admir- | 


able one, but it is quite unnecessary ; 
because, as a matter of fact, this informa- 
tion is conveyed at the present time, and 
a Return as far as possible made to Par- 
liament in each case for the purposes of 
those interested. The county councils 
will obtain information in precisely the 
same way as they now obtain information 
in regard to other payments. It would be 
extremely inconvenient and entirely con- 
trary to practice to cast a statutory 
obligation upon a Government Depart- 
ment to make these Returns. The 
information must be provided, and will be 
provided. The Return will be made in 
the ordinary course of things, and when 


moved for by an ordinary Member it 


would be granted as an unopposed 
Return. I must therefore ask the Com- 
mittee to reject this clause. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): The right hon. Gentleman has 
altogether failed to see the real reason 
why this additional check is required. He 
says the matter is without precedent, but 
I am inclined to think that the whole of 
the first clause of this Bill, so far as the 
machinery is concerned, is without prece- 
dent, when one comes to consider how the 
matter will work out in practice from the 
point of view of the local government 
authorities. The Bill says : 

“The remaining half shall, on demand being 


made by the collector of rates on the Surveyor 
of Taxes for the district, be paid by the Com- 


missioners of Inland Revenue out of the sums | 


payable by them to the Local Taxation 


Account.” 


The reason my hon. friend desires that | 
there should be within eight days a com- | 


munication from the Commissioners of 


Inland Revenue to the County Council, is | 


to see that there is nothing irregular, 
either on the part of the tithe-owner, the 


collector of rates, or the Surveyor of | 


Taxes. It is useless to tell us that if we 
desire to see that the Act is applied with 
absolute accuracy we may correct the 
matter about twelve months after the 


Mr. Hui ph reys-Owen, 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: Under this 
Bill the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
are to be called upon to pay, not to the 
county to which it belongs, or ought to 
belong, but to somebody else, a large sum 
of money. Is it unfair to ask that the 
county council should be informed of 
what has become of this money? There 
could not be a more reasonable or neces- 
, sary Amendment than this proposed new 
clause. The right hon. Gentleman said 
there is no precedent for such a course. 
That cannot be so. Constantly, in Irish 
and in English Acts of Parliament, you 
have an obligation put upon public bodies 
to make Returns to Parliament, and 
Returns are constantly made. We are 
told that the information will be laid 
upon the Table of the House in the shape 
}of Returns. But it is important, in order 
to havea check upon these various claims 
which will be made for the remission of- 
half the rates, to have not merely the total 
amount given, but the individual items. 

I do not know whether the local authori- 
ties are hound to give the particulars of 
the various benefices to the Commis- 
sioners of Inland Revenue: we have not 
heen told that they must. All the rating 
authorities have to do is to certify what 
is the amount they require to make up 
_the half of the rates they have remitted, 
and the Commissioners are bound to pay 
that sum. If they refused, there would 
be a remedy against them in the Courts 
of Law by mandamus or otherwise. 
, What check have they that the half of the 
rates which are asked for are rates which 
have to be remitted? But if you, by this 
clause, compel them to make this Return 
to the county councils, the Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue will 
be entitled to ask the various rating 
authorities for the particulars showing 
how the sum asked for is made up. 
Supposing this were money belonging to 
an individual instead of to a county 
| council, can anybody say, with any fair- 
| ness at all, that it is not right and proper 
| that the individual who otherwise would 
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have received the money should have a 
full and detailed account of the money 
which has been paid to somebody else on 
his behalf ? 
the clause. If this is a reasonable and 
proper Amendment, as the right hon. 
Gentleman has admitted it is, it ought to 
be inserted in the Bill. The object of 
the Government in refusing these Amend- 
ments is to avoid the Report stage, when 
we could again bring forward our argu- 
ments. That is the object of the Report 
stage. The Government, if they are 
logical, will move that hereafter there 
shall be no Report stage at all. That is 
a much better and simpler way, and if 
they did that they would be forging a 
weapon which we should be able to use 
against them at no very distant date. 


Tithe Lent-Charge 


Mr. LAMBERT: I had thought my- 
self of moving an Amendment, for the 
county councils are really anxious that 
there shall not be more money deducted 
from their local funds than is absolutely 
necessary, and they want a thoroughly 
efficient check over the money taken out 
of the Local Taxation Account. May I 
suggest to the right hon. Gentleman the 
desirability of putting into the Bill some 
machinery whereby a greater check can 
be placed upon the expenditure of this 
money. This is a matter of great im- 
portance to the county council, and the 
suggestion I have made is one which has 
the approval of the officials of the Devon 
County Council. 


Mr. H. 8. SAMUEL (Tower Hamlets, 
Limehouse) : I think the Amendment of 
my hon. friend is a very important one, 
which everyone must see is absolutely 
necessary if the county council is to have 
any check upon the expenditure of the 
money. This money belongs to the 
county council in the first place, and we 
propose to intercept money which should 
go into the county fund, and the proposal 
is that every collector of taxes should 
make a Return to the county council to 
show exactly the amount of money 


that is charged to that particular 
county. I may say that that is 
what is done at the present time in | 


reference to main roads. 
of a large amount of money being charged 
if the collectors were so inclined, for they 
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That is the sole object of, 


I can conceive | 


could send anything up to the Inland | 
' reasonableness has no attraction so far as, 


Revenue Commissions unless the county 
council had some check over them. I 


{ 
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think this isa very important Amend- 
ment, and I hope my hon. friend will press 
it to a Division. 


Mr. LOGAN : No matter what protests 
we may make, it seems to me that the 
Committee stage is practically passed, for 
the Government have decided to refuse all 
Amendments, no matter how important 
they are. The right hon. Gentleman 
admits that this is a very reasonable 
Amendment. 


Mr. LONG : What I said was, that what 
the hon. Member desired was reasonable, 
but his Amendment was perfectly unneces- 
sary. 


Mr. LOGAN: The right hon. Gentle- 
man admits that the object at which my 
hon. friend is aiming is perfectly reason- 
able, therefore it seems to me that he 
ought to accept this Amendment. We 
want to see that these accounts are pro- 
perly kept, and, above all, I desire that 
the Inland Revenue Commissioners and 
the rating authorities should be perfectly 
certain that the moneys should be collected 
from the proper quarter, and for this reason 
I shall support the Amendment. I also 
desire that the ratepayers in the locality 
should know the names of these gentle- 
men who, in future, will receive outdoor 
relief at our expense, and I wish to see 
their names published, so that we shall 
know whom we have got to keep out of 
our hard earnings. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I rise to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman what he means when he 
says that this new clause is unnecessary, 
for in his first speech he told us the sug- 
gestion was an admirable one. He says 
that this will be carried out by the Bill 
as it stands, but is the right hon. Gentle- 
man accurate when he says that? My 
hon. friend asks that the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue shall within eight days 
send a Return of where the money has 
been expended. That certainly will not 
be carried out by the suggestion of the 
right hon. Gentleman. As you are taking 
money from the ratepayers in certain 
areas, surely it is a small request to ask 
that you should give them an account 
within a reasonable time as to how the 
money has been spent. I think the 
Amendment is quite reasonable, but 


this Committee is concerned. 
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Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : 
What I desire to see is that some sound 
financial position should be adopted. 1| 
do not know whether the right hon. | 
Gentleman is prepared to speak on behalf | 
of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, | 
but I think he ought to assure us that at 
least attention has been properly given by 
the Government to this question. 


Mr. LONG: I cannot possibly under- 
take to say that this can be done, because 
it would be clearly against the best pos- 
sible information and advice we have 
received with regard to the operation of 
this Act. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The position 
now taken up by the right hon. Gentle- 
man is that he will give us information 
and let us know something about what 
happens in good time, but our point is 
will he give information with regard to 
each individual case? In the Edueation 
Department we get Returns with regard | 
to every school board in the country, and 
we get full information with regard to the 
different grants. But in regard to Volun- 
tary schools an attempt was made to 
secure a Return in regard to voluntary 
subscriptions, but we have not been able 
to get any information. We have made 
an appeal upon this question to the Vice- 
President of the Council, but he refers us 
to somebody else, and nobody seems pre- 
pared.to carry out the promise which was 
given us to supply this information in 
regard to the Voluntary schools. We know | 
from experience the value of these in- 
definite vague undertakings. If the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Board of Agriculture gave us _ his 
word we know what it would mean, but 
he declines to give it. I remember 
what happened when one of the great 
measures of this Government dealing 
with prison made goods was passed by 
this House. The President of the Board 
of Trade then undertook that he would 
give us a Return as to the operation of | 
the Bill, and we asked fora statutory 
obligation to that effect. The President 
of the Board of Trade promised to give us | 
that Return, but it has never been pub- | 
lished up to this day. If a statutory | 
obligation had been inserted in that Bill, 
we should have had that Return, and the 
Department dare not have refused it; 
but we have been relying upon these 
vague voluntary promises which are never | 


{COMMONS} 
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carried out. Ido not say that the right 
hon. Gentleman did not intend to carry 
out his promise, but it has not been 
done. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD OF 


| TRADE (Mr. Rircure, Croydon): Will 


the hon. Gentleman quote the promise ! 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I cannot turn 
up the passage in Hunsurd just at the 
moment, but I will ask the right hon. 
Gentleman if he denies that he promised 
that such a Return would be made ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: What Return ? 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: It was a 
Return as to the goods manufactured in 
foreign prisons. In the Bill we are now 
considering, the county council has no 
opportunity of scrutinising and overhaul- 
ing these proceeding. I would point out 
to the Committee that merely providing 
for accounts from the surveyor of 
taxes is not a sufficient guarantee that 
the thing will be done thoroughly, for 
sometimes you get very competent offi- 


cials and sometimes you do not. Occa- 
sionally you get gentlemen who are 
strongly in sympathy with the local 


clergymen. In some areas you have got 
forty or fifty parishes, and how is the 
surveyor of taxes going to examine the 
separate accounts kept in all those 
parishes, for it is no business of the col- 
lectors to audit the accounts, for his duty 
is simply to get as much money as he can 
out of the Government. Therefore, the 
surveyor of taxes has no access to the 
assessment account except by making a 
visit to each of these forty or fifty 
parishes, which is practically impossible. 
The result will be that under the pro- 
posal of the Government these duties will 
be perfunctorily performed, and these de- 
mand notes presented by the local collec- 
tor of taxes will be accepted without any 
scrutiny at all, because the account will 
be paid by someone in London. This is 


‘the way in which the finances of the 


country are to be conducted, and I 
should like to know if the right 
hon. Gentleman can _ produce a 
single precedent for this proposal. 


Somebody should be appointed to inquire 
into the matter. When the Agricultural 
Rating Bill was before the House we 
raised the point then. We said we had 
really no check. But we were told we 
had the surveyor of taxes. I make no 
complaint against the surveyor of taxes, 
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but you are asking him to do a thing for 
which he has no machinery or officers on 
If the clause of my hon. 


which to rely. 


{13 JuLy 1899} 


ment. 


friend were adopted, it would be a totally 


different thing. The 


Return came down, in eight days the 
Members of the Finance Committee 


coming from every part of the country 


county 
have represciitatives in every parish, and 
they could make inquiries. 


councils 


to move, 


Supposing a put.” 


now put.” 


would go through the accounts, and care- 


scrutinise the 


fully 


safeguards are not 


Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot,Capt.. a eline FitzRoy 


Baird, J. Geor Alexander 
Bale: ures, yes 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
sarry, Rt. Hn. A.HLS. -(Hunts. ) 
Bartley, George C, " 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach,Rt. Hn. Sir. M.H.(Br’st’]) 
Beekett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Birm 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 
( thelsea, Viscount 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cornwallis, F. Stanley = 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. D. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbr idge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


Digby, John K. D. W ingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


demand. 
desired by the Govern- 


A.J. (Manelvr 


These 
Noes, 97. 


AYES. 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
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Drucker, A. 
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Fineh, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


- Firbank, Joseph Thomas 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, ie mgt 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs,Hn. A.G.H.(C. of Lond.) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo,’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wedn’sbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs). 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hare, Thoinas Leigh 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hill, SirEdwardStock (Bristol) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon- Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 
Lafone, "Alfred 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
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All they require is that their 
friends should pillage all they can out of 
the taxation of the country. 


Mr. LONG rose in his place, and claimed 
“That the Question be now 


Question put, “ That the Question be 


divided :-—Ayes, 202 ; 


Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Lees, Sir tlliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, EvanH. (Somerset) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Eveshan 
Long, RtHn. Walter( Liverpool 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macedona, John Cumming 
Macelver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. ) 
Malcolm, Tan 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. ML 
Milbank,Sir Powlett CharlesJ. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Moon, — Robert Paey 
More, Robt. — (Shropsh. ) 
Morgan, Hn. (Monnr’thsh. ) 
Morrell, rae Spoersaae 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton, Arthur HA (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, RKtHn.A.Grahm.(Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northeote, Hon. Sir H. 8. 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrers 
Pender, Sir James 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,R.( Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pryce e-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

tankin, a James. 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep'l 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, gT. W. (Tyrone) 
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Rutherford, John 

tyder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sandys. Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker( 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Hon. Arthr.(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


(Strand) 


Abraham, W. (Rhondda) 
Asher, Alexander 
‘Austin, M. (Limerick, W) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
a 7 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness) 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crilly, Daniel 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(( ‘ardigan 
Davitt, Mic hael 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C 
Douglas, ( ‘nazles M. (Lanark) 
Duckw orth, James 
Edwards, Owen Morgan 
Ellis, John Edward 
Evans, SamuelT. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Flynn, James ¢ ‘hristopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hareourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.CharlesSeale- 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 


(Juestion put accordingly, 
clause be read a second time.” 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) ' 
Asher, Alexander 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Jarlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 


Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Burns, John 

‘aldwell, James 

‘ampbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘hanning, Francis Allston 
ark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh. ) 
‘olville, John 

‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
“rilly, Daniel 


a ae 
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Lanarks. ) 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E.(Kent 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Joseph Powell-(Birm 


NOES. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynior (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Lawson-SirW ‘Tria ‘umb land 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
Macealeese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, DrM A(Queen’sC) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Madison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Morley, ¢ ee (Breconshire) 
Morton, E. + (Devonport) 
Nussey, T ‘elec W illans 
O'Connor, James(Wicklow,W. 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. ) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Pilkington,SirG. A(Lanes,SW) | 


“That the , 


| Noes, 202. 


AYES. 


Curran, ee (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n) | 
Davitt, Michael 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duekworth, James 

Edwards, Owen Morgan 

Ellis, John Edward 

Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 

F lynn, James Chr istopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


The Committee divided : 
(Division List, No. 266.) 








(Rates) Bill, 848 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson.J.W. (Worcestersh..N, 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

WwW yndham- Quin, *“MajorW. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander(Berks. E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

* Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Spicer, Albert 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip Jj. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westine ath) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Me wiles 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, Jolin Carvell( Notts) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W-.R.) 
W oodhonse.SirJ. T. (Hudder'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS for the Nors— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


-Ayes, 97; 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swans.) 
Jones, William(Carn’rvonshire 
Kilbride, Denis 


Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty. 

Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Cumb')’nd 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
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Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell,Dr.M. A.(Qu’n’sC 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Leod, John 
Maddison, Fred. 
Maden, John Henry 


Morgan, W. Pritchard(Merth’r | 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton,Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
0’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
Oldroyd, Mark 


Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Armold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
jaird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manceh’r) 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds | 


Banbury, Frederick George 
ITY, RtHn: AHSmith- (Hunts 
Bar tley, George C. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinek, Lord Henry Cc. 
Beresford, Lord C harles 
Bhow naguree, Sir M. M. 
B lundell, rv) ‘olonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
hares Sir Harry 
Bur lett- Coutts, W. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.( 
( hecshes lala E Amado Wade's: 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin — 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Compton,*Lord Ailwyn] 
Cornwallis, F. Stanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, Irwin E. Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir Horatio D.(Chat. ) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 





Birm. | 
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{ Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
| Piekersgill, Edward Hare 


Pilkington, SirG. A.(LanesSW) , 
| Stuart, 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 

Randell, David 

| Reckitt, Harold James 

| Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


| Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | 


Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair,Capt. John(Forfarsh.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 


NOES, 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 
| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
' Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 5. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
' Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons. J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. it. a 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major- reneral 
Goschen, Rt. HnGJ(St George’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
| Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hill,SirEdwardStocek (Bristol) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
| Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
| Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
| Howell, William Tudor 
| Hozier, Hn. James HenryCecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
| Hutchinson,Capt.G. W. Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon, James 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William , 
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(lates) Bill. 


| Stanhope, Hon. Philip J 


Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 

James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wedder ‘burn, Sir William 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, John€ tarvelli Notte. ) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
bet yin SirJ T( Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘ Arthur 


Kimber, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Lees, § Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan H.(Somerset) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp 1) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 
en Nad 30 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John C umming 
Macelver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L.(Edinburgh, W,) 
Malcolm, lan ri 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. WI’. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. “3 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick Geor ge 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Moon, E ward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, Arthur HA (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William roa ann 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon Sir H Staftord 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pender, Sir James 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,R. (Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
tichards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir Thos(Hartlep’l 
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Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chs. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Seton- Karr, Henry 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, James Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest ; 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
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Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. Robert A.(Crewe} 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C.E.(Kent 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
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| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh N, ) 


| Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B.Stuart- 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, MajorW. H, 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEsS—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS moved, “ That the 
Chairman do report progress, and ask 
leave to sit again,” but the Chairman, 
being ot opinion that the motion was an 
abuse of the rules of the House, declined 
to propose the (Question thereupon to the 
Committee. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : The next Amend- 
ment in order is the second Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon. Member 
for Mid-Glamorganshire. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : On a point of 
order, I wish to ask whether the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for Shoreditch 
is not in order. What he proposes is to 
insert the following clause : 

“ For the purposes of this Act returns shall 
be made annually, and presented to Parlia- 
ment by the Local Government Board— 

‘‘(a) By every rating authority, showing the 
sums actually exempted by them in respect of 
the rating of tithes in accordance with the 
provisions of this Act. 

“(b) By the Local Government Board, show- 
ine for each county and county borough the 

“ 3 

total amount of rates exempted by this Act, 
and the amount by which the Exchequer con- 
tribution fund of each county and county 
horough falls short in consequence ot the pay- 
ment out of the Local Taxation Account under 
provisions of this Act.” 
That is taken bodily out of the Agricul- 
tural Rating Act, and is for a similar 
purpose. Therefore I submit it is in 
order and not inconsistent with anything 
that has been done. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That Amendment 
deals with the same subject matter as the 
clause which the Committee has just 
refused to accept. The subject is not 
dealt with in the same way, but the 
the 
should properly come as an 
to the clause which has 


subject matter is the same, and 
clause 
Amendment 
been rejected. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: If. this 
Amendment were in the hands of any- 
one else I should be inclined to describe 
it as a most important Amendment, and 
I should deplore that it had to be taken 
at such an hour of the morning. It is 
not my fault that the clause smacks of 
language somewhat of an_ ecclesiastical 
character, but it is absolutely accurate 
in accordance with the form of the writ 
in such cases. The clause reads as 
follows: 


“This ;Act shall not apply while the said 
tithe rent-charge, or any other fruits, profits, 
oblations, obventions, ecclesiastical rights, 
or emoluments of or attaching to the benefice 
shall be sequestered by a writ of fieri facias 
de bonis ceelesiasticis or any other writ of 
sequestration. 

Sequestration in clerical affairs is really 
bankruptcy. If a man in such circum- 
stances were not a clergyman he would 
be called a bankrupt. The reason why a 
separate writ has to be issued is that a 
clergyman’s goods are supposed to be of 
a somewhat sacred character, and are not 
to be touched by lay hands. In ordinary 
life a man whose goods are seized by an 
Official Receiver is termed a hankrupt, 
and he is not able to fulfil ordinary civic 
duties or obligations. If he be a member 
of a school board or of a board of 
guardians he ceases to be a member. A 
Member of this House may he guilty of 
all sorts of things, but he must not be a 
bankrupt. If he is he ceases to be a 
Member. But, curiously enough, until 
the Clergy Discipline Act of a tew years 
ago a living could not by any proceeding 
be taken out of the hands of the holder 
of a benefice even though he were a bank- 
rupt. Even now a distinction is made. 
It is assumed unless the bishop takes pro- 
ceedings that a clergyman is fit to preach 
to his congregation that they ought to 
pay their debts, and to render unto 
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Cesar that which is his, although he 
himself cannot pay his creditors. Under 
such circumstances it cannot be right that 
the tithe rent-charge attached to a benefice 
which is sequestrated should be free 
from rates. Everyone will admit that. 
When he ceases to enjoy the profits of 
the benefice by reason of having got into 
difficulties with his creditors, surely the 
reason for exemption no longer applies, 
and there is no reason why the creditors 
should be entitled to the relief. Every- 
thing that he has is seized under this 
writ. 


New clause (provisions as to seques- 
trated benefices)—(Mr. Samuel Evans)— 
brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: The hon. Member 
has forgotten that a writ of sequestration 
is an execution rather than a bankruptcy. 
I trust he will not seriously press this 
clause. May I point out that the main- 
tenance of proper services in the parish is 
a first charge on the revenue of the living, 
even though it be under sequestration. 
Sequestration, too, does not last a very 
long time, for, if it is likely to, then pro- 
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vision is made for removing the clergy- 
!man from the benefice. Take an ordinary 
case where a writ is in force for a short 
time. Surely it would be extremely in- 
convenient to have to make a certain 
abatement of rates for say a period of six 
weeks? Would it not be more con- 
venient that the same rule should continue 
to apply, even if there be a temporary 
execution in force? I hope the hon. and 
learned Member will not press the 
Amendment. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
The suggestion of the Solicitor-General 
seems to be that, inasmuuch as a writ of 
sequestration only lasts a short period, 
this Amendment is unnecessary. But 
this Bill is also only to last a brief time, 
and it is quite possible that a writ of 
sequestration may run the whole length 
of its duration. I think my hon. friend 
has made out a clear case in favour of 
this Amendment, although it is evident 
that the Government had determined to 
accept no alteration that is proposed, 
however valuable it may be. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 97 ; 
Noes, 201. (Division List, No. 267.) 


AYES. 





Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Asher, Alexander 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 
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Jolton, Thomas Dolling 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G. B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. V.- (Cardigan) 
Davitt, Michael 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duekworth, James 

Edwards, Owen Morgan 

Ellis, John Edward 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
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Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wim. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humpheys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Q’sC.) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 


| M‘Leod, John 


Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Morgan, W. P. (Merthr) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
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Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirGeoA(LanesSW 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John. 

Frovand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. } 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh. ) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
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Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir Willian Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Foster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Captain J. FitzRoy 
Baird, John George A. 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. (Man’1 
Balfour, Rt. Hn... W.( Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
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Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M. H.( Bristol 
seckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
seresford, Lord Charles 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bra-sey ‘Albert 

srodrie a Rt. Hon. St. Jolin 
Brooktield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 


Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. ) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E. } 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.( Birm. 
Chambe lain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir Jobn Charles R. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. Edw. T.D. 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
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Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Huliert V. 
ag nae Ailwyn Edwd, 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
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Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
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Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
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Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, fThomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hill, Sir Eaw. Stock (Bristol) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Holland,Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier,Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jollitte, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney Col. 
Kimber, Henry 
Lafone, Alfrea 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, SirThomas (Londonderry) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh- sennett, Henry Currie 
L lewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


William 


Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W.(Liverpool) 


Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Mae ona, John Cumming 
Macelver, David (Liverpool) 
M ‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb, W.) 


| Maleolm, Ian 


Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Meysey- Thompson “Sir HM. 
Milbank, SirPowlettCharlesJ. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


| Milner, Sir Frederick George 


} 
| 
| 


Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More,Robt.Jas ver (Shropshire) 


| Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) | 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYEs,.—- 
Mr. Samuel Evans and Mr. 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
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Muutz, Philip A. 
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Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
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Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E 
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Mr. Anstruther. 
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*THE CHAIRMAN: 


causes on the Paper are out of order. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Perhaps, Sir, | 
you have overlooked the Amendment | 
standing in my name, which I have been | 
waiting here three weary days to propose. 
The new clause I wish to propose is— 

“The county council of any county may 


determine by resolution that the provisions in 
this Act contained shall not 


Allhusen, Augustus Hen. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bayot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bard, John George Alexander 
Jalcarres. Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manelrr 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.( Leeds) 
Bary, RtHnAH Smith-(Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Joscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Jolin 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G.W 
Chamberlain. Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 

Chelsea, Viscount 

Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir Jno. Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, lrwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson-Poynaer, Sir J. P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 





The remaining | 
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being, and until the resolution is rescinded, 
apply within the area of the county.” 


*THe CHAIRMAN: It should have 


| first clause. 


the House.” 


for the time | Noes, 94. 


AYES. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S$. 
Doxtord, William Theordore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. Aiiwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Kobert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thoinas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 

( redve, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lioyd 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C.ofLond. ) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Goschen, HtHnGJ (StGeorge’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Win. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas ‘Leigh 

Hill. Sir Edw. Stock (Bristol) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hoiland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jollitte, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 

Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 


| Lea, SirThomas(Londonderry) 








come on as a proviso at the end of the 


Question put, “That the Chairman do 
report the Bill, without Amendment, to 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 189; 
(Division List, No. 268). 
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Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long.Col. Charles W .( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (L’pool) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
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Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, SirLewis, Edinb’h, W.) 
Malcolm, lan 

Massey- Mainwaring, Hon. W.F 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir M. H. 
Milbank, Sir PowlettChasJohn 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Rbt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan,Hn. Fred(Monm’thsh. ) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. SirH. Statford 
O’ Neill, Hon. Kobert Torrens 
Pender, Sir James 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,R.(Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

tentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
tichardson, Sir 1 hos( Hartlep’1) 
Ridley, RtHonSir Matthew W. 
titchie, Kt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (‘Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sandys, Lieut-Col. Thomas M. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, James P. (Lanarks) 
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Smith, Hon. W. 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling: Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 


F. D. (Strand) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Asher, 7 xander 

Austin, } (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, oe Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 


Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
3urns, John 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Clark.Dr.G. B. (Caithness-sh.) 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, ong (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n 
Davitt, Michael 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. 
Duekworth, James 
Edwards, Owen Morgan 

Ellis, -lohn Edward 

Evans, 8S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fereuson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hedderwick, ThomasCharlesH 
Horniman, Frederiek John 


(Lanark) 


House resumed. 


Mr. DALZIEL: 
may I ask you, Mr. 
the Twelve o'clock rule 
charge 


next Order of the day ? 


House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


House. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn,”— 


(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 





On a point of order 
Speaker, 
having 
suspended in respect of the Tithe Rent- 
3ill, it is competent to go on to the 
[ consider that 
the Government ought to consult the con- 
venience of Members in all parts of the 


{COMMONS} 


Tollemache, Henry James 
eee Wm. Edward M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Ward, Hon. Robert A.(Crewe) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Welby, Lieut-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 


NOES. 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur ( 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

zumbert, George 

zangley, Batty 

zawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
eese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
Maealeese, Daniel 
MaeDonnell, DrM A(Queen’sC) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ewan, William 

M“shee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pieckersgill, E Swen Hare 


i a) 


Pilkington,SirGeoA(LanesSW | 


; Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 
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Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Ww yndham, George 

Ww yndham- Quin, Major W. 4H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander( Berks, E,) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES- Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 


Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickitt, J. Compton 

toberts, John H. (Denbighs). 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh. 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Ste: adm: un, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stuart, James (Shorediteh) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, ’Alfred(G lamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Warner, Thomas Courten: uy T 
Wedderburn, Sir William’ 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts. 
Wilson, Henry J.( York. W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
he go sird.T.(Hudderf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


: On the ques- 


tion of adjournment, I should wish to make 


whether, 
been 


a personal explanation to the right hon. 
the President of the Board of Trade. I 
stated in the course of the discussion of 
‘one of the Amendments that he had given 
a pledge that certain Returns which had 
been asked for would be made, and I 
suggested that that pledge had not been 


redeemed. I fully admit now that the 
right hon. Gentleman had fulfilled his 
pledge. 


I have not the 
least objection, to-day being Friday, and Mr. 
in the exceptional circumstances of the 
case, to move the adjournment of the 


hon, 


RITCHIE was understood to say 
that he accepted the explanation of the 
Member for Carnarvon. 


Question put and agreed to. 


House adjourned accordingly at five 
minutes after Four of 


the clock 


in the morning. 














853 
Ces 


him 
sucl 
the 
whi 
fror 
Wh 
the 
diffi 
reas 
and 
shot 
thin 
Writ 


x 
tra 
brot 


\ 
“oT 


time 


Ss 
has 
is al 
I tr 
clau 
tena 
a tir 
evel 
Seq: 
long 


Abr: 
Ash 
Aust 
Bar] 
Bay 
Bill: 
Birr 
Bolt 
Bur 
Calc 
Cam 
Cha 
Clar 
Colv 
Cone 
Crill 
Cun 
Dalz 
Dav 
Dav 
Don 
Doo; 
Dou 
Due! 
Edw 
Ellis 
Fen) 
Ferg 
Flyn 
Glad 
God 


y 





Art- 


Mr. 


thy: 
yr. 


otts. 
ana 


.N.) 


erf'd 


ES— 


and 


jues- 
nake 
hon. 
| 
yn of 
iven 
had 
nd I 
heen 
the 

his 


) Say 
t the 


five 
clock 
‘ning. 





853 Tithe Rent-Charge 


Cesar that which is his, although he 
himself cannot pay his creditors. Under 
such circumstances it cannot be right that 
the tithe rent-charge attached to a benefice 
which is sequestrated should be free 
from rates. Everyone will admit that. 
When he ceases to enjoy the profits of 
the benefice by reason of having got into 
difficulties with his creditors, surely the 
reason for exemption no longer applies, 
and there is no reason why the creditors 
should be entitled to the relief. Every- 
thing that he has is seized under this 
writ. 


New clause (provisions as to seqnes- 
trated benefices)—(Mr. Samuel Evans) 
brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: The hon. Member 
has forgotten that a writ of sequestration 
is an execution rather than a bankruptcy. 
Itrust he will not seriously press this 
clause. May I[ point out that the main- 
tenance of proper services in the parish is 
a first charge on the revenue of the living, 
even though it be under sequestration. 
Sequestration, too, does not last a very 
long time, for, if it is likely to, then pro- 
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vision is made for removing the clergy- 
man from the benefice. Take an ordinary 
case where a writ is in force for a short 
time. Surely it would be extremely in- 
convenient to have to make a certain 
abatement of rates for say a period of six 
weeks? Would it not be more con- 
venient that the same rule should continue 
to apply, even if there be a temporary 
execution in force? I hope the hon. and 
learned Member will not press the 
Amendment. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
The suggestion of the Solicitor-General 
seems to be that, inasmuuch as a writ of 
sequestration only lasts a short period, 
this Amendment is unnecessary. But 
this Bill is also only to last a brief time, 
and it is quite possible that a writ of 
sequestration may run the whole length 
of its duration. I think my hon. friend 
has made out a clear case in favour of 
this Amendment, although it is evident 
that the Government had determined to 
accept no alteration that is proposed, 
however valuable it may be. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Avyes, 97 ; 
Noes, 201. (Division List, No. 267.) 
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*THE CHAIRMAN: 


causes on the Paper are out of order. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Perhaps, Sir, 
you have overlooked the Amendment | 
stinding in my name, which I have been | 
waiting here three weary days to propose. | 
The new clause I wish to propose is— 

“The county council of any county may 


determine by resolution that the provisions in | 
not. for 


this Act contained shall 
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being, and until the resolution is rescinded, 
| apply within the area of the county.” 


*THE CHAIRMAN: It should have 


| first clause. 


| the House.” 


the time | Noes, 94. 
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come on as a proviso at the end of the 


Question put, “That the Chairman do 
report the Bill, without Amendment, to 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 189; 
(Division List, No. 268). 
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House resumed. | Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: On the ques- 


Mr. DALZIEL: On a point of order 
may I ask you, Mr. Speaker, whether, 
the Twelve o'clock rule having been 
suspended in respect of the Tithe Rent- 
charge Bill, it is competent to goon to the 
next Order of the day ? I consider that 
the Government ought to consult the con- 
venience of Members in all parts of the 


House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
least objection, to-day being Friday, and 
in the exceptional circumstances of the 
case, to move the adjournment of the 


House. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn. 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


tion of adjournment, I should wish to make 
a personal explanation to the right hon, 
the President of the Board of Trade: I 
stated in the course of the discussion of 
one of the Amendments that he had given 
a pledge that certain Returns which had 
been asked for would be made, and I 
suggested that that pledge had not been 


redeemed. I fully admit now that the 
right hon. Gentleman had fulfilled his 
pledge. 
I have not the ra 
Mr. RITCHIE was understood to say 


that he accepted the explanation of the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon. 


Question put and agreed to, 


House adjourned accordingly at five 
minutes after Four of the clock 
in the morning, 
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Friday, 14th July 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY 


3ILL. 

Examiner’s Certificate of non-compli- 
ance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Tuesday next. 


WEST 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 
NORTHERN AND STRAND 
RAILWAY BILL. 
The Queen’s consent signified; and 
Bill reported with Amendments. 


GREAT 


WALKER AND WALLSEND UNION 
GAS (ELECTRIC LIGHTING) BILL. 


Reported with Amendments. 


CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 
LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Reported with Amendments. 


DERBY 


- WESTERN 
POWERS) 


AND NORTH 
(ADDITIONAL 


LONDON 
RAILWAY 
BILL. 


The Queen’s consent signified, and Bill 
reported with Amendments. 


WORCESTERSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL 
BILL. 


WARRINGTON CORPORATION BILL. 


SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAY COM- 
PANIES (NEW LINES) BILL. 


Committee to meet on Tuesday next. 


LIVERPOOL OVERHEAD RAILWAY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


ALL SAINTS’ CHURCH (CARDIFF) BILL. 
[H.L.] 


GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 
BILL. [H.L.] 


{14 Juty 1899} 


TRADE 


Commons Amendments considered, and 


agreed to. 


VOL. LXXIV. [FourtH SERIEs.] 


' 
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GOOLE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 


Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE WATER 
BLLL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to. 


FURNESS RAILWAY BILL. [H.1.] 


GLASGOW CORPORATION (GAS AND 
WATER) BILL. [H.L.] 


GLASGOW CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS, 
&c.) BILL. [H.L.] 
CORPORATION 


GREAT YARMOUTH 


BILL. [H.L.] 
KIRKCALDY CORPORATION AND 
TRAMWAYS BILL. [H.1.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. 


LOWESTOFT WATER AND GAS BILL. 


[H.L. ] 
TOTLAND WATER BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


House to be in Committee on Monday 
nexi. 


PIER 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 20) BILL. 

Moved—That the Order of the 9th 
March last, “That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after Tuesday, the 27th day of June 
next,” be dispensed with, and that the 
Bill be now read 2°; agreed to; and Bill 
read 2* accordingly. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SERIES. 


Sweden (Stockholm and 


REPORTS—ANNUAL 
No. 2317. 
Eastern Coast). 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 


to lie on the Table. 


2H 








Private Bill Business. 
ARMY. 
I. (Army Act.) Amendments of the 
Rules of Procedure, 1893. 
IT. (Militia.) Further regulations re- 
lating to the Militia. 
III. (Military Prisons.) Amendment to 
the Rules for Military Prisons. 
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Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


OPEN SPACES 
[H.1. | 


COMMONS AND 


BILL. 

Amendments reported (according to 

Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday 
next. 


MARRIAGES VALIDITY (No. 2) BILL. 
[H.L.] 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 


passed, and sent to the Commons. 
GORDON MEMORIAL COLLEGE AT 
KHARTOUM BILL. [H.L.] 
To be read 2“ on Monday next. 
House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five of the 
clock, to Monday next, a 


quarter before Eleven 
of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 14th July 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
AYR BURGH BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments 
agreed to. 


considered, and 


SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAY COM- 
PANIES BILL. 

Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to, with Amendments. 


SOUTH HANTS WATER BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 
GLASGOW CORPORATION TELE- 
PHONES BILL (by Order). 


Second Reading deferred till Tuesday, 
the 25th of July. 


{LORDS} 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
District): It is not my intention to 
further oppose this Bill, seeing that it has 
been considerably modified in Committee, 
but [ should lke to make one or two 
observations in regard to the really 
important points which were raised in 
connection with it. On the motion for 
the Second Reading attention was called 
by some of my colleagues and myself to 
some provisions of the Bill which were of 
a very sweeping character, and which, if 
carried, would have had the effect  practi- 
cally of prohibiting the delivery of ser- 
mons and addresses on the foreshore of 
Rhyl. I believe that these powers had 
been introduced into the Provisional 
Order without the notice of the House 
being called to the fact. An attempt has 
been made to introduce them into Private 
Bills, but as those Bills were referred to 
the Police and Sanitary Committee for 
consideration, that body struck them out. 
What happened with regard to this Pro- 
visional Order? I think it is well the 
House skould bear in mind what occurred. 
The Local Government Board opposed 
any attempt to refer this matter to a 
Committee of the House. It was sug- 
gested that something in the nature of 
what is known as the Paignton Clause, 
which was framed for the purpose of 
preserving law and order on_ the 
foreshore, would have been ample 
to meet the requirements of this case. 
But the Local Government Board refused 
to come toany terms, or to accept any 
suggestion ; they refused even to allow 
the Bill to be sent before the Police and 
Sanitary Committee. On the first motion 
I made the House of Commons sup- 
ported the Local Government Board by a 
considerable majority, and it was not until 
I had raised the question a second time 
that the House thoroughly grasped the 
idea which underlay the principle of the 
Bill, and saw how dangerous it would be to 
entrust any local anthority with a power 
to prohibit public meetings on the fore- 
shore. I suggested successfully that the 
Bill should be referred to a strong Com- 
mittee ; and what was the result of the 
reference? The very clause which the 
Local Government Board had _ rejected 
with contumely and scorn was placed in 


_the Bill by, practically, the unanimous 
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decision of the Committee. I think that 
that shows the danger of having these pro- 
visions inserted in these Provisional 
Orders, without some kind of super- 
yision on the part of the House. Re- 
member, a Provisional Order is generally 
unopposed, It is nota matter to which 
the House pays much attention, and, 
indeed, it so appears upon the Order 
Paper that nobody knows to what it 
refers. The words used are ‘Local 
Government Provisional Order No. [blank] 
Bill.” It is quite a revelation to the 
House when it discovers that in these 
Provisional Orders powers are delegated 
to local authorities which would not be 
possessed by them under the common law 
of this country. I should like to point 
out the moral. In this case the House of 
Commons was really dominated too much 
by a Government Department. That 
Department was practically attempting to 
over-ride a decision of the House, and I 
venture to assert that this House would 
never have dreamt of inserting in any 
Bill, and no Government would ever have 
put any such Bill on the Table of the 
House, provisions which were inserted by 
a Government Department in this par- 
ticular Provisional Order. Whenever any 
effort is made to scrutinise these 
Local Government Board Orders, and 
to suggest that they should be investi- 
gated hy a Committee of the House of 
Commons, very strong objection is ex- 
pressed by the Department. But I do 
submit that it is our duty to see that the 
Common Law rights of the people are not 
taken away from them under these 
Orders ; and I trust that, as a result of 
the action taken in this case, the Local 
Government Board will be much more 
cautious in the future with regard to pro- 
visions of this character. Now, this Bill 
contained three Orders, relating respec- 
tively to Rhyl, Ramsgate, and Reading, 
and there were in at least two of them 
the same regulations for regulating the 
we of the foreshore. Fortunately, the 
Rhyl people discovered it in time to 
object ; they secured the appointment of 
one of the strongest Committees possible, 
and, after a very slight investigation, that 
Committee came to a conclusion that the 
provisions were of a character which could 
not possibly be justified. The Ramsgate 
people did not find it out, and the result 
is that the regulation is imposed on them. | 
I will not press the matter further. 
Thanks to the interposition of the Com- 


{14 JuLy 1899} 
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mittee, I have gained my point, and | 
only wished to draw attention to the fact. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


AND GUISELEY GAS BILL 
[Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


YEADON 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment | Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lic 
upon the Table. 


(No. 1) 


Sill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 

GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without Amendment {| Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without Amendment |[Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without Amendment {Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

sill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING. PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

311 to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 15) BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without Amendment [ Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

2H 2 
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Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 
WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
| Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 
BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) PRO- 


VISIONAL ORDER BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment {Pro- 
visiona!l Order confirmed} ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


WHITEHAVEN CORPORATION BILL 


[Lords]. 
ABERDEEN JOINT PASSENGER 
STATION BILL [Lords]. 
CALEDONIAN AILWAY (GENERAL 


R 
POWERS) BILL [Lords]. 
HUMBER CONSERVANCY BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, with Amendments; Re- 
ports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, 

COLLEGE, MANCHESTER, 

BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time. 


OWEN’S 


PORT TALBOT RAILWAY AND DOCKS 
BILL [Lords]. 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL 
[ Lords}. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BUENOS AYRES AND PACIFIC RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 

printed. 

SOUTH WESTERN 

BILL [Lords]. 

CROMER PROTECTION BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


GLASGOW AND 
RAILWAY 


BROOKE'S PARK (LONDONDERRY) BILL 
{Lords}. 


Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 
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3ill to be read the third time. 
MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD (FINANCE) BILL {Lords}. 


Reported, with Amendments ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Report 


WESTON -SUPER-MARE, CLEVEDON, 
AND PORTISHEAD TRAMWAYS COM. 
PANY (LIGHT RAILWAY EXTEN. 
SIONS) BILL [Lords]. 

LOUGHBOROUGH CORPORATION BILL 

[Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDs. 
That they have agreed to: 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 
Without Amendment. 


Amendments to: 
BRISTOL GAS BILL 
With an Amendment 


{ Lords]. 


PETITIONS. 
ARMY PENSIONS. 
Petition from St. Giles’, Camberwell, 
for weekly payment; to lie upon the 
Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIMITATION 
OF LIABILITY OF SHIPOWNERS) 
BILL. 


Petition from Aberdeen against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1845. 
for alteration of Law from 
to lie 


Petitions 
Galashiels, Currie, and Kilmaurs ; 
upon the Table. 

LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour from Anstruther 
Wester and Kilrenny ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour from Tyldesley and 
Xenhold ; to lie upon the Table. 

TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. 

Petition from Galashiels against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PRIVATE 
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ARMY (RULES OF PROCEDURE). 

Copy presented,—of Amendments of 
Rules of Procedure (Army), 1893 [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY (MILITARY PRISONS), 
Copy presented,—of Amendment to 
the Kules for Military Prisons [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY (MILITIA). 
Copy presented,—-of Further Regula- 
tions relating to the Militia [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copy presented,—of Diplomatic and 

Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2317 

{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House :~- 


CALEDONIAN CANAL, 
Copy of Ninety-fourth Report of the | 
Commissioners [hy Act]; to be printed. | 


[No. 278, ] 


QUESTIONS. 


RECRUITING IN THE HIGHLANDS. 
Carrain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I | 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | 
for War what counties or districts he in- | 
cludes in the Highlands of Scotland. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF | 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpHam, 
Dover): Far be it from me to attempt a 
en gem definition of the Highlands. 

or the purposes of recruiting the High- 
lands are considered to be the counties 
which inelude the regimental districts of 





Highland regiments; and these are 
Aberdeen, Argyll, Banff, Bute, Caithness, 
Clackmannan, Cromarty, Dumbarton, 


Elgin, Fife, Forfar, Inverness, Kinear- 
dine, Kinross, Nairn, Orkney, Perth, 
Renfrew, Ross, Stirling, Sutherland, and 
the Shetland Isles. 


{14 JULY 1899} 
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| *Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
_ What becomes of the rest of Scotland ? 
Caprain SINCLAIR: I thought it 
‘necessary to ask this information so as to 
gauge the value of certain statistics given 
us yesterday. 


WAR OFFICE STAFF CLERKS. 

Mr. KILBRIDE (Galway, N.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether the Secretary of State will 
continue to the staff clerks in charge of 
sub-divisions in the War Office the annual 
allowance of £50 granted to officers 
qualified to act for principals during 
temporary absence; and, if so, whether 
the gentlemen who have performed the 
duties recently vacated by Mr. Herbert 
Wood and Mr. George Hawkins will 
receive the allowances enjoyed by those 
officers up to the dates of their retirement 
from the service. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Until the Com- 
mittee which is now considering the 
clerical organisation of the War Office has 
reported, I must ask the hon. Member to 
excuse me from giving a ruling on a 


“question which would affect the relative 


standing of the several grades of clerks. 
At present I can only say that the point 
which he has raised will be considered. 


WARRANT OFFICERS’ 
GRIEVANCES. 
Sir CAMERON GULL (Devonshire, 


INDIAN 


Barnstaple): I beg to ask the Secretary 


of State for India whether under existing 
regulations an Indian departmental war- 
rant officer being invalided to England 
during the summer months (non-trooping 
season) would be compelled either to pay 
for passages for his family to England or 
leave them in India, his furlough pay 
being only £6 or £6 10s. a month; and 
whether it is proposed to take any action 
to remove the grievances of Indian war- 
rant officers as regards furlough pay and 
passages. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): My hon. friend has quoted the 
regulations correctly. I do not think I 
should be justified in incurring the ex- 
penditure which would be entailed by 
granting passage to families when troopers 
are not running. 








871 


Questions. 


EXCHANGE COMPENSATION ALLOW- 
ANCES IN INDIA. 


Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether, in admitting the rights of 
certain of their civil officers to the ex- 
change compensation allowance which 
was granted generally in 1893 to Anglo- 
Indian employees of the Indian Govern- 
ment, subject to reservations with regard 
to certain services and to special cireuni- 
stances or questions of domicile, the 
Indian Government, in cases where it has 
been proved that the recipient’s claim to 
the compensation was good from the first, 
has nevertheless brought such recipient 
under regulations which only admit his 
claim to the compensation as having effect 
from Ist April, 1897; whether he is 
aware of the case of Mr. Charles Edmond- 
stone Ross, of the Public Works Depart- 
ment, who was refused the compensation 
allowance in 1893, on some interpretation 
of the law of domicile, but has since been 
admitted to the privilege but only with 
effect from Ist April, 1897; whether 
Mr. Ross has applied to the Government 
of India to grant him the full arrears of 
allowance having effect from the date 
when it was granted in 1893, on the 
ground that he was entitled to it at that 


date, citing in proof thereof the fact that | 


it was then granted to his brother and 


sister, both in the Government service, | 


whereas it was refused to him, and that 
as regards questions of parentage, service, 
domicile, etc., there was no substantial 
distinction between the conditions of his 


case and those of his brother and sister ; | 


and whether he will explain on what 
ground, while recognising that. Mr. Ross 
had a claim to the allowance, the Govern- 
ment of India has declined to grant him 
the full arrears of compensation conceded 
in other and similar cases. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Exchange 
compensation was granted in 1893 


under certain regulations in which the 
question of domicile was an important 
element. In 1897 the rules were altered, 


{COMMONS} 








Questions. S72 


| received in 1894 and 1895, as to which 
the Secretary of State in Council decided 
that he could not entertain appeals from 
the decisions of the Government of India 
based on his general instructions. 


[INDIAN STAFF CORPS—MARRIED 
OFFICERN ALLOWANCES. 

Sm SEYMOUR KING: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India, whether 
married officers of the Indian Staff Corps 
who come home to attend the Staff 
College, theugh allowed personally to 
rejoin their regiments in India at 
Government expense, are not entitled 
to passages for their wives and families ; 
and, whether, seeing that such officers 
lose a considerable amount of pay in 
coming home to attend the Staff College, 
and that moreover the two years at 
Camberley involve extra expenditure, the 
Government of India will consider the 
advisability of allowing married officers 
some compensation in the shape of 
passage money for their families or free 
passage by troopers when rejoining their 
regiments in India. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : Officers of the 
Indian Staff Corps are not entitled to 


| passages at the public expense for wives 


and families on joining the Staff College 
or on return to India after completing the 
College course, but they are eligible for 
non-entitled passages in transports where 
spare accommodation is available. The 
allowances of officers of the Staff Corps 
at the Staff College were very consider- 
ably increased last year; and I see no 
sufficient reason at present for any further 


| alteration of the rules in their favour. 


INDIAN COMPANIES — BRANCH 
REGISTERS IN ENGLAND. 

| Sm SEYMOUR KING: I beg to ask 
| the Secretary of State for India whether 
‘he has yet come to any decision as 
to initiating legislation for enabling 
| Indian companies to open offices for the 
‘transfer and registration of shares in this 
‘country. 


and the allowance was granted under | 


other conditions, one of which was that 
the allowance must not be given to a 
native of India as defined by Statute. It 
is clear that many officers may have been 
eligible under the later regulations, who 
were not so under the earlier orders. 
Mr. Ross is one of a large number of 
officers from whom memorials 





were | in 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : I addressed 
‘the Government of India on the subject 
of my hon. friend’s question on the 
16th March last, and I observe from the 
/newspapers received by the last home- 
|ward mail that a Bill to enable Indian 
companies to establish branch registers 
this country was introduced by 
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Mr. Dawkins in the Viceregal Legisla- ; 


tive Council on the 23rd June. 


LASCAR SEAMEN. 


Mr. ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether the officers recently 
appointed by him to superintend the 
transfer of Lascar seamen in the United 
Kingdom, and also occupying the positions 
of superintendents of Mercantile Marine 
offices, now receive no remuneration for 
this duty owing to the Board of Trade 
having given instructions that the autho- 
rised fee of 3s. for each transfer certificate 
shall be credited to that Department 
instead of being retained by the officer 
performing the duty ; whether the sanc- 
tion of the India Office was obtained to 
the action of the Board of Trade in thus 
disposing of the authorised fees still pay- 
able by shipowners to the superinten- 
dents ; whether the action of the Board 
of Trade in this respect will apply to 
transfer officers who also hold the appoint- 
ments of collectors of customs ; whether 
he is aware that much discontent exists 
at the course pursued by the Board of 
Trade among the recently appointed 
superintendents for the transfer of 
Lascars as well as the prospective holders 
of these appointments ; and if, in con- 
junction with the Board of Trade, he will 
inquire into the subject with a view of 
removing any grievance that may exist. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The arrange- 
ment made by the Board of Trade in 
1896 appears to be correctly described in 
the first clause of the Question. The 
arrangement was accepted by me subject 
to the proviso that the work connected 
with Lascars should be not less satis- 
factorily performed than heretofore. The 
point raised in the third clause of the 
question has not, so far as I am aware, 
come under discussion. But I under- 
stand that the arrangement of 1896 will 
be applicable to all public servants who 
are appointed to be superintendents of 
Lascar transfers. I have no knowledge 


of the existence of discontent with the. 


present arrangements, and it clearly , 


would be outside my province to make 
inquiry into the arrangements of the 
Board of Trade with its officers. 
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NEWFOUNDLAND TREATY SHORE. 


Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies when 
the Report of the Newfoundland Com- 
mission will be in the hands of Members ; 
whether there has been fresh trouble on 
the Treaty Shore ; and whether the usual 
notice has been issued this year by the 
naval officer on the station fixing the 
price of bait to other than French fisher- 
men. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): In answer to the first 
question, I have to say I am unable to fix 
any date for the presentation of the Re- 
port. Ihave received no information of 
any such trouble as is mentioned in the 
second paragraph. The usual notice of 
the price for the sale of bait, fixed by a 
‘meeting of the local fishermen, was 
issued. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is there any legal authority by which the 
price of bait is fixed by the naval officers 
on the station ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Member is under a misapprehension. The 


price of bait is not fixed by the naval 
officer ; it is fixed at a meeting of the 


local fishermen. 


NORTHERN FISHERIES CONFERENCE. 


Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 
(Banffshire): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he can now give any further 
information regarding the progress of the 
North Sea Fisheries Conference at Stock- 
holm. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF STATE 
For FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop- 
RICK, Surrey, Guildford) : The conference 
has terminated, but the Reportof the British 
delegates has not yet been received. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Is any substantial result to be 
‘expected from the conference — for in- 
| stance, of the question of undersized fish ? 


(No answer was given.) 
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TUNIS TRADE. 
Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 


beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | 
for Foreign Affairs whether he will grant | 


a Return showing the value of goods ex- 
ported into Tunis by Great Britain and 
France respectively, in the years 1880, 
1885, 1890, 1895, and 1898. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : There is no objec- 
tion to granting the Return, but the 
figures of the French exports to Tunis 
cannot be given later than for the year 
1897. 


CONDITIONS OF NATURALISATION 
ABROAD. 

Mr. C. H. WILSON (Hull, W.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs what are the condi- 
tions of naturalisation and the acquisition 


of political rights in Germany, France, | 


Holland, Belgium, and Italy, respectively ; 
whether in any of these countries large 
money payments are charged; and if 
this information cannot be given in the 
form of an answer, whether he will lay a 


Paper upon the Table of the House giving | 


this information. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Reports with re- 
gard to nationality and naturalisation in 


Germany, France, Holland, Belgium, and | 
Italy were laid before Parliament in| 


1893—Blue Books entitled Miscellaneous 
Nos. 3, 4, and 5, c. 7027, 7106, .7155— 
which will, I think, give the hon. Member 
the information he desires. 


ROYAL NIGER COMPANY'S CAPITAL. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether, in the balance 
sheet of the Royal Niger Company, the 
sum of £493,680, debited in respect of 
paid-up capital, represents cash paid up ; 
and whether there is any water in this 
amount, and, if so, how much. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I am informed that 
the entire sum of £493,680 represents 
cash paid up. There is no water what- 
ever in this amount. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether a portion of the 


debenture debt of the Royal Niger Com- | 


pany, which it is proposed to pay off with 
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| funds, was issued as a bonus, without any 
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payment, to the shareholders of that 
company ; if so, what was the amount of 
the debt thus created; and whether he 
will lay upon the Table of the House a 
list of the original allottees of the deben- 


ture bonds, distinguishing between those 


who paid cash for these bonds and those 
who paid no cash for them, together with 
the amount in the first case paid per 
bond. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EXCHE 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks - Beacu, Bristol 
W.): The debt referred to in the question 
is not chargeable on the assets of the 
Royal Niger Company, but on the cus- 
toms and other Governmental revenues of 
the territories administered by the com- 
pany. It represents the amount, as ascer- 
tained by the Government of that day, 
advanced by the National African Com- 
pany, prior to the grant of the charter, to 
secure the political rights acquired up to 
the date of the charter. Lord Granville 
stipulated before issuing the charter that 
the amount to be so repaid should not 
exceed a permanent annual charge on the 
revenues of the territory of £12,500, and 
Lord Salisbury afterwards agreed that 
this should be represented by the issue of 
five per cent. stock, repayable at par in 
1938, for £250,000. The Crown agents 
for the Colonies were entrusted at the 
time with the duty of verifying the 


' amount expended by the National African 


Company, and, as directed, they stopped 
when £250,000 had been passed, though 
the company claimed that a large balance 
of expenditure remained unrecognised. 
It appears, therefore, that the whole 
amount of the £250,000 was_ issued 
against cash advanced. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not answered my question 
as to a bonus being issued to the share- 
holders of the company. 


Sm M. HICKS-BEACH : I am afraid 
I have not made myself intelligible. The 
£250,000 represents money which had 
been expended by the company previous 
to the grant of the charter. It was issued 
to recompense them for the expense they 
had been put to. It was simply a repay- 
ment of money due to the shareholders. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Do I understand 


. ; th that anyone received the 30 per cent. in 
a premim of 20 per cent. out of Imperial 


cash ? 
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Sir M. HICKS-BEACH: Certainly. 


BUCKINGHAM PALACE. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, East) : 
[beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works whether he is aware that there is 
a strong desire, not only on the part of 
the people of London but of all visitors 
from the provinces, that Buckingham 
alace, with its art treasures, should be 
accessible to the public ; whether there is 
any reason why it should be an exception 
toall the State Palaces of Europe ; and, 
will he take steps to gratify the popular 
wishes in this matter. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. AKERS-DouGLas, Kent, St. 
Augustine's): In answer to the hon. 
Member's question I have to say that I 
am not aware that Buckingham Palace is 
an exception to all the State Palaces of 
Europe. It is, in point of fact, not the 
case, as nearly every inhabited palace in 
Europe, including that of the President 
of the French Republic, is closed to the 
public. I have before stated to the 
House the objections which there are to 
the opening of Buchingham Palace. _ It is 
unsuitable from internal arrangement for 
exhibition, and it is almost continually 
occupied by members of Her Majesty's 
family. The Queen has given every 
possible facility to the public to view 
Windsor and other Royal Palaces, and I 
am not prepared to ask Her Majesty to 
make any concession in regard to 
Buckingham Palace, nor can I hold out 
any hope that any concession will be 
made, 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: Is it not a 
fact that the Palace is unoccupied for the 
most part of the year, and is there not a 
charge on the Estimates for it’ 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have 
answered the hon. Member's question 
fully. If he desires further information 
I would refer him to the Debate on the 
Estimates for the Royal Palaces, when 
this subject was fully discussed. 


CUSTOMS WATCHERS’ UNIFORMS. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, with respect to an answer 
given on 7th July, 1898, in which a re- 
usal was given to supply Customs 


watchers with uniform, on the ground that 
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the number was still large who left the 
service after a few weeks or months; 
whether, in view of the statement made 
by him that, out of the 343 watchers at 
present employed in London, 144 have 
ten years’ service, and eighty-six have 
hetween three and ten years’ service, he 
is now prepared to reconsider his decision ; 
whether he is aware that a_ certain 
number of watchers employed on mes- 
senger duty have already been supplied 
with uniform ; and whether it is intended 
to supply the remainder of the watchers 
with uniform. 

THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HANBURY, 
Preston): I assume that the answer 
referred to is that which I gave on 4th 
July, 1898. I. stated then that the 
regulation as to uniform was not en- 
foreed rigidly ; and as the number of 
men who leave the service after a few 
weeks or months is still considerable, | 
see no reason to reconsider my decision. 
In April last the Treasury sanctioned the 
issue of uniform to eight watchers in 
London and four watchers in Liverpool. 
These men practically fulfil the duties of 
messengers ; and uniforms are allowed to 
them in order that they may be more 
easily recognisable. Their case is excep- 
tional and affords no argument for 
the general issue of uniforms. 


TELEGRAPH MESSENGERS IN THE 

EAST CENTRAL DISTRICT OFFICE. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ting the Postmaster-General, why tele- 
graph messengers are employed in the 
East Central District Office at 6 a.m., 
stamping, sorting, etc., at the low wage 
of messengers, when this work is usually 
performed by postmen and _ sorters, re- 
ceiving a much higher rate of pay, and, 
as these boys are brought on duty at this 
early hour, presumably for express letter 
delivery service, could other arrange- 
ments be made to prevent bringing these 
lads on duty at such an early hour, which 
must be detrimental to their health ; and 
if the employment of these messengers 
for postal duties has been put into force 
in other offices to a very large extent. 


Mr. HANBURY: There are six of 
the senior telegraph messengers on duty 
in the Eastern Central District Office 
from 6 a.m. for express delivery service, 
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and during any intervals in which they 
are not engaged in such service, they fill 
up their time by rendering assistance in 
the more elementary werk, such as facing 
letters. This kind of simple work is 
occasionally done by messengers else- 
where, but not to any large extent. There 
seems no objection to the practice, nor is 
there any reason to think that the em- 
ployment of messengers at 6 a.m. is in 
any way detrimental to their health, as 
they are from sixteen to over eighteen 
vears of age, and are only employed 
upon the early duty every other week. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster-General, what provision is 
made by the authorities of the Post Office 
Savings Bank, by communication with the 
lepositors, for ensuring that the accounts 
are correctly kept and the balances to 
eredit correctly recorded ; whether any 
communication ever passes between the 
depositors and the Department to verify 
the accuracy of the account; and, if no 
such communications are exchanged, 
whether he will consider the desirability 
of adopting some such system as that of 
sending a statement annually to each de- 
positor showing particulars of his account 
and asking him to return such statement 
certified as correct or the reverse. 


Mr. HANBURY: It is one of the re- 
gulations of the Post Office Savings Bank, 
framed under Act of Parliament, 24 Vict. 
c. 14, that “ every depositor shall once in 
each year, on the anniversary of the day 
on which he made his first deposit, and at 
any other time when required by the 
Postmaster-General, forward his book to 
the Controller of the Post Office Savings 
Bank, in a cover to be obtained at any 
Savings Bank office, in order that the 
entries in the said book may be compared 
with the entries in the books of the Post- 
master-General and that the interest due 
to the depositor may be inserted in his 
Book.” Such requirement is printed on 
the depositors’ books, and other means are 
taken to remind depositors who neglect to 
forward their books. The examination of 
the deposit book at the chief oftice affords 
a more complete safeguard against all 
kinds of error than the plan suggested in 
the last paragraph of the hon. Member's 
question. 
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GENERAL LAURIE: What other 
means are taken to remind depositors who 
neglect to forward their books ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Whenever any 
amount is paid through a local office it is 
sent direct to the central office, and the 
depositor is informed of the amount 
actually received. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Is it 
not the case that in spite of the fact that 
hundreds of millions of transactions have 
taken place the losses have been in- 


| finitesimal ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes, in all these 
years the losses have amounted to only 
£12,000. 

PARLIAMENTARY 

STAFF. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
when the Joint Committee on the Houses 
of Lords and Commons’ Permanent Staff 
may he expected to report, and what has 
caused the delay in reporting. 


PERMANENT 


Mr. HANBURY: The Committee will 
meet early next week for the considera- 
tion of their Report. 


MIGRATION IN THE HIGHLANDS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate if he will 
state how many crefters and cottars have 
been migrated from congested districts in 


the Highlands and Islands to other 
districts in Scotland. 
*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 


GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): So far as 
the Congested Districts Board is concerned 
the answer is, none. 


GRANTS BY THE FISHERY BOARD. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate having regard to the statement 
contained on page 16 of the Report of the 
Congested Districts Board that a number 
of applications for fishing boats and fishing 
gear were referred to the Fishery Board 
in consequence of the powers given to 
that Board under Section 32 of the 
Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act, 1886, 
will he state how many applications of 
the nature indicated were received by the 
Fishery Board in the year 1898, and in 
how many _ instances assistance was. 
granted. 
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The following question also appeared on 
the Paper :— 

(14.) Mr. Weir: To ask the Lord 
Advocate, having regard to the fact that 
on page 16 of the Report of the Con- 
gested Districts Board for Scotland it is 
stated that applicants for fishing boats 
and fishing gear have been referred to the 
Fishery Board, who have powers to deal 
with such requests under Section 32 of 
The Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act, 
1886, will he state how many such appli- 
eants have been referred to the Fishery 
Board, and in how many instances their 
requests have been acceded to. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: This 
question is identical in substance and 
almost so in words with No. 14, so I will 
answer the two together. I am informed 
by the Fishery Board that during 1898 
only one of those who were advised to 
apply to them sent in any application. 
It was declined amongst other reasons 
because the Board at the close of 1290 
discontinued the making of such loans, 
and they have had no funds at their 
disposal for that purpose since 1894. 


Mr. WEIR: 
appeared on 
knowledge. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : Well, 
I did not put it down. 

Mr. WEIR: No. The first question I 
handed in at the Table was, I was 
informed, mislaid, so I wrote a second 
one and handed it in. I suppose the first 
was eventually discovered. 


The second question 
the Paper without my 


APPLICATIONS BY COTTARS FOR 
sAND. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate, having regard to the statement. 


contained on page 9 of the Congested 
Districts Board Report, will he state how 
many applications were recéived during 
the year 1898 from cottars who desired 
to obtain land in their own immediate 
neighbourhood ; and will the Board con- 
sider the desirability of ascertaining from 
all such applicants in future whether they 
would be willing to migrate. 


_ *Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that it is impossible to separate 
cottars from crofters in their applications, 
4s in most instances they made joint 
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application, and in others the petition was 


‘a resolution of a public meeting of 


crofters and cottars. The Congested 
Districts Board consider that the initia- 
tive as to migration should be taken by 
the applicants. 


STORNOWAY PRISON. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, if the protest of the Ross and 
Cromarty County Council against the 
proposal to discontinue Stornoway Prison 
and convert it into licensed police cells 
has yet received the consideration of the 
Secretary for Scotland. 


*\MIr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY : Yes, 
Sir. 

MAINTENANCE IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, having regard to the statement 
contained on page 6 of the Report of the 
Congested Districts Board for Scotland, 
to the effect that county councils are not 
authorised to spend public money in the 
maintenance of bridges which are unfit 
for cart traffic, will he state what arrange- 
ments have now been made for the main- 
tenance of such bridges. 


BRIDGE 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
statement in question is not in the Report 
of the Congested Districts Board, but in 
a memorandum by the Under Secretary. 
The difficulty has been got over in some 
cases by using the powers of parish 
councils. If the hon. Member has read 
the next sentence he will see the difficulty 
is recognised as one that cannot be wholly 
surmounted without further legislation. 

DISFRANCHISEMENT FOR NON- 

PAYMENT OF RATES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, having regard to the fact that 
the Scottish Office has been able to: 
furnish information in regard to the 
number of persons disfranchised in Glas- 
gow and Greenock through the non- 
payment of rates, and is unable to give 
similar information in regard to the 
Island of Lewis and the western mainland 
of Ross-shire, will he ascertain whether 
the system of collection adopted in Glas- 
gow and Greenock differs from that 
adopted in Ross-shire and Cromarty ; and 
if so, will he explain the nature of the 
difference. 
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*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The} 


hypothesis of the hon. Member’s question 
is erroneous. The information as regards 
the number of persons disfranchised is 
contained in the Return No, 376, of 1899, 
which includes Ross-shire as well as 
Glasgow and Greenock. As regards the 
system of collection the hon. Member 
may assume that it is effected through 
collectors, and is firmly enforced when 
possible by warrant; but the ' precise 
dates at which the collectors attend and 
at which it is attempted to enforce the 
warrants vary locally in each of the 
parishes, and [ have already explained to 
the hon. Member that I have no_ precise 
information on the subject. 


(Jue stions, 


BANFFSHIRE ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS. 

Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether he 
will state approximately what loss will be 
caused to the State-aided elementary 
schools in Banffshire, having secondary 
departments, by the enforcement of the 
17s. 6d. limit with reference to the higher 
grants allowed by the new Code, 
supposing the resuits of the present year 
are not less favourable than those of last 
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TREATMENT OF PRISONERS IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr. J. P. SMITH (Lanark, Partick) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate, on behalf 
of the Secretary for Scotland, whether 
he will grant a Departmental Committee 
to inquire into the classification and 
treatment of prisoners in Scotland, similar 
to that which sat in 1895 for England 
under the chairmanship of the right 
hon. Member for West Leeds. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I do 
not know of any reason for granting a 
general inquiry into the prison system in 
Scotland. If, however, the hon. Member 
on the discussion on the Estimates is able 
to bring to my notice any point on which 
inquiry would be desirable, the Secretary 
for Scotland will be glad to consider his 
suggestion. 


Mr. J. P. SMITH: I will bring up 


‘the question on the Estimates. 


year; whether he is aware that in the | 


Aberdeen University bursary competition 
last year candidates from Banffshire se- 
curel first places in Latin, Greek, and 
German; and that in 
school (Fordyce) a pupil took honours in 
no less than four subjects in the leaving 
certificate examination; and _ whether, 
looking to these excellent results, the 
Department will make good, out of the 
£35,000, any loss which these schools 
may suffer from the 17s. 6d. limit. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: It is 
impossible to estimate what loss, if any, 
will be caused to the schools in Banffshire 
by the 17s. 6d. limit until the accounts 


one Banffshire | 


of the schools, which may fulfil the con- | 


ditions of Chapter IX. of the Code, are 
submitted and examined. The conditions 
of last year afford no data for such an 
estimate. I have no doubt that the facts 
stated by the hon. Member are correct. 
I am aware that good work is done in 
secondary departments in Banffshire, and 
I hope that they will be able to earn sub- 


stantial grants for this under the new | 


‘Code. The Minute of 27th April would 
not permit any part of the grant with 
which it deals to be applied for the 
purpose suggested. 


ORPHAN HOMES OF SCOTLAND. 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow) 
Bridgeton): I beg to ask the Lord Ad 
vocate whether any steps have yet been 
taken by the Education Department to 
secure for the 900 children of school age 
in the orphan homes of Scotland that 
education which the law of Scotland 
enacts that every child of school age shall 
compulsorily receive. 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: The De- 
partment has been in communication with 
Mr. Quarrier and the School Board on the 
subject, and is now awaiting a reply toa 
letter addressed to the latter. 






STOCKBROKERS AND THE STAMP 
DUTY. 


Stir CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in- 
Furness) : I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether his attention has 
been called to the working of the new 
Stamp Act of this session, under which a 
contract stamp is required on all contract 
notes between a provincial stockbroker in 
a town where there is no stock exchange 
and his principals, and another stamp on 
the contract note between himself and his 
agent in London or elsewhere where the 
purchase or sale is effected, thus involv- 


‘ing the duty being paid twice on the 
same transaction ; and whether relief can 
be granted in respect to provincial stock- 

_ brokers. 
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*Sin M. HICKS-BEACH: There has 
been a considerable leakage of stamp 
revenue in connection with agency busi- 
ness done by stockbrokers on the London 
and other stock exchanges, especially as 
regards foreign agency business which 
(under the strict reading of Section 52 
(1) of the Stamp Act, 1891) got practic- 
ally exempt from all contract note duty. 
The words inserted in that section by 
Section 13 of the Finance Act, 1899, were 
introduced mainly to prevent the foreign 
purchaser, who employed a foreign agent, 
continuing to get an exemption which the 
English purchaser, who employed an 
English agent, did not enjoy. It was 
not my intention to impose a double con- 
tract note duty on the same transaction, 
and I am considering a plan by which the 
payment of a single contract note stamp 
duty on each transaction may be secured 
though two or more brokers may be con- 
cerned in effectuating the transaction. 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS--THE GOVERN- 


MENT AND THE TIMES. 
Captain SINCLAIR: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War why 
the information contained in the para- 
graph in Zhe Times, of Sth July, with 


regard to military preparations for South 
Africa was communicated by the Secre- 
iary of State for War to 7/e Times before 
any information was to this 


House. 


given 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Had any hon. 
Member asked me a question upon this 
subject I should have licen quite ready 
to give him the same information. 


Mr. DILLON: Has The Times news- 
paper been adopted by the War Office as 
the official journal in any sense, and why 
did the War Office not make the com- 
munication to other journals as well ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the hon. 
Member is attaching undue importance 
to the notice of the events referred to 
which appeared in The Times, 
little in that notice which had not been 
announced by other papers some days 
bef re, 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
8.): No, no. 


Mr. DAVITT: May not the publica- 


tion of the information in Zhe Times be 


{14 Juty 1899} 


‘the simple facts. 


There was | 
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for the purpose of concealing proposed 
military operations from the Boers ? 
*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 
THE NAVAL MANCEUVRES. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty a 
question of which I have given him 
private notice. I beg to ask him whether 
a certain paper called The Times obtained 
information alone and before any other 
paper yesterday morning, and was able 
to publish the full programme of the naval 
manoeuvres, and under what circumstances 
and considerations, expressed or implied, 
that paper had received exclusive infor- 
mation from a Government Department. 
THE FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The explanation is 
quite simple. Sanction had been given 
on the 10th for the issue of the papers in 
question on the 12th to such corre- 
spondents as had obtained permission to 
embark during the manceuvres. Under 
this sanction the correspondent of Zhe 
Times, who called at the Admiralty on the 
llth, was given a copy on the under- 
standing that nothing should be publishe«t 
before the morning of the 13th, when it 
was intended that all the other news- 
papers represented should have an equa! 
opportunity of publishing the same infor- 
mation. This understanding was observed. 
On the evening of the 12th, however, an 
authority competent to give such an order, 
being of opinion that it was premature to 
publish the information so long before the 
commencement of the manceuvres, sus- 
pended the issue of the papers to the 
Press, being himself unaware that one 
copy had been already given under the 
sanction previously conveyed. I can 
assure hon. Gentlemen that this is the 
absolute truth of the matter. These are 
I regret much the mis- 
understanding. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman state how it came to pass that 
that decision was arrived at as to suspend- 
ing the issue of the papers to the Press for 
publication without anyone sending a 
message to The Times newspaper, so that 
The Times, like the other papers, might be 
prevented publishing che document } 


Mr. GOSCHEN: There was no one 
left in authority to issue an Order, nor 
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was anyone there aware of what had 
happened. There was a misunderstand- 


ing, but it was done with perfect bona 
jides. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. DILLON : Is it proposed to take 
any but Scotch Votes to-night ? 

Tne FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFouR, Manchester, 
E.): I should hope we may get, through 
the Scotch Votes and some English ones 
as well. [have already engaged to make 
a statement on Monday in regard to busi- 
ness for the rest of the session, but I 
think that should customary, a 
preface to a motion suspending the 
twelve o'clock rule for the rest of the 


session. 


he, as 


IMPROVEMENT OF LAND BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Law, Xe. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. [No. 279]. 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
279]. 


Bill, as amended in the Standing Com- 
mittee, to be considered upon Thursday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 269]. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT AMENDMENT BILL [Lords}. 
Read the first time ; to be read a second 

time upon Tuesday next, and to be 

printed. [Bill 270}. 

SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
Mr. HALsEY reported from the Com- 

mittee of Selection that they had dis- 

charged the following Member from the 

Standing Committee on Law and Courts 

of Justice and Legal Procedure, Mr. 

Humphreys-Owen ; and had appointed in 

substitution Mr. Woods. 


Mr. HALsry further reported from the , 


Committee that they had discharged 


the following Members from the Standing 
Committee on Trade (including Agricul- 
ture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manu- 
factures :—Mr. J. H. M. Campbell, Mr. 
Maclean, and Mr. William Moore ; and 
appointed in 


substitution Lord 


had 
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Balearres, Mr. Dunbar Barton, and Mr. 
Drage. 


Xeports to lie upon the Table. 
SUPPLY [19TH ALLOTTED Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. FE. Etitis, Nottingham, Rush- 
clitfe, in the chair.) 
ESTIMATES, 1899-1900, 


CIVIL SERVICE 


Gasss: ff. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £8,852, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March 1900, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Office of Her Majesty’s 
Secretary for Scotland and Subordinate 
Offices.” 


*Sirn WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 
(Banffshire): I wish to ask what action 
has been taken by the Secretary for Scot- 
land under Section 5 of the Sea Fisheries 
Act, 1895. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): | think 
that should be raised under the Fisheries 
Board Vote. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Yes, I think so. 
*Sirn WILLIAM WEDDERBU RN: My 


contention is that the Secretary for Scot- 
land has an independent power for 
creating fishery districts, and that the 
point I wish to raise has nothing what- 
ever to do with the Fisheries Board Vote. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: [ am quite aware 
that the Secretary for Scotland has 
powers in this matter outside the Fisheries 
and some other public Departments. 
Perhaps the hon. Member will further 
state his argument. 


*Sin = WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: 
The Secretary for Scotland has special 
powers under Section 5 of the Act to 
which I have referred, on the application 
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of certain authorities, to create and to 
extend the limits of fishery districts. I 
want to inquire what he has done in this 
matter since the passing of this Act. 
There is no doubt about the very great 
importance of the district committees 
which he is empowered to appoint. One 
of the principal functions of those com- 
mittees is the provision of bait, and the 
management of mussel banks is a matter 
which also comes within this Act. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I understand the 
hon. Baronet is now dealing with some- 
thing which does not come within the 
provinee of fishery boards, and which he 
desires should. 


*Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN : 
No. I do not want this matter to be 
dealt with by fishery boards at all. I 
have no complaint against the fishery 
boards. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : In order to clear 
up this point of order, I ask whether the 
hon. Baronet is going to discuss some- 
thing which the Secretary for Scotland 
should or should not do in his capacity as 
Secretary for Scotland. 


*Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN : 
Yes. I wish to discuss something which 
he should do in his capacity as Secretary 
for Scotland. This is a matter of very 
great importance to our fisheries. One 
of the most serious drawbacks from which 
they suffer is the want of cheap, fresh, 
and abundant bait. These District Com- 
mittees are entrusted with the power of 
establishing and managing mussel banks, 
so as to provide the necessary bait for 
fishermen. But in addition to that there 
is a good deal of important work to do 
in the administration of fishery interests, 
and it is desirable for that purpose to 


obtain all possible local knowledge. Now 
both fishermen and fish-curers possess 


special knowledge of that kind, and the 
Fishery Board cannot be in a position to 
deal properly with these questions unless 
they get their assistance. At present the 
Secretary for Scotland appoints certain 
gentlemen as members of the Fishery 


Board on the ground of their being | 


experts, but it often happens that a man 
who is an expert in one part of the 
country is not recognised as an expert in 
another part. 
nence is given to certain local interests. 


{14 Juty 1899} 


In effect, undue promi- | 








(Civil Service Estimates). 890 


Section 7 of the Act provides that there 
shall be an annual conference and con- 
sultation of the representatives of the 
District Committees, so as to secure the 
benefit of their advice and knowledge. If 
the Lord Advocate does not put into force 
the powers he possesses under this Act 
will he tell us the reason why, and will 
he say what difficulties he encounters ? 
Under the present law it depends entirely 
the initiative of local authorities 


upon 
to get District Committees appointed. 
Under the original Bill eight such 
District Committees would have been 


compulsorily established, and had that 
been carried into effect we should 
by this time have had the whole 
thing properly organised. But unfortu- 
nately that was not done. What I wish 
to point out to the Lord Advocate is 
that, so far as I am aware, but one 
attempt has been made in order to give 
effect to the Act, and that has proved 
to be altogether futile. I know, as a 
matter of fact, that in one particular dis- 
trict in which I an. interested, and which 
is perhaps the largest fishing centre in 
Scotland, an attempt has been made to 
enforce Section 5. An application was 
sent by the Police Commissioner of 
Buckie to the Secretary for Scotland in 
March, 1897, to establish a district com- 
mittee, which would embrace the fisheries 
on the southern side of Moray Firth. 
The local authorities who moved in this 
matter found it very difficult to induce 
the other local authorities to co-operate 
with them. It isa proviso in Section 5, 
that nothing can be done unless each of the 
local authorities concernedacquiesces inthe 
application, and consequently the question 
of forming a fishery district has to be 
presented in such a way as is likely to 
lead to a refusal for fear of costs that may 
be incurred. Now, in this particular case 
to which I am referring, application was 
made in due course to the county coun- 
cils of Nairn, Elgin, and Bantf. These 
were the counties which were to be taken 
in under the Order. Nairn gave a direct 
refusal on the ground that it represented 


an agricultural population which already 
| suffered from a heavy burden of rates. 


Elgin ordered the application to lie on the 
table, and Banff sent no reply at all. As 
regards the town councils: Banff appointed 
a committee to consult with other local 
authorities, while Forres absolutely re- 
fused to entertain the application. The 
same amount of success attended the 
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appeal to several bodies of Police Commis- 
sioners. I mention this to show that at 
any rate an attempt has been made to 
carry out the law, and the failure has 
been due to the requirement that all 
authorities concerned shall voluntarily 
join in the application. As the compul- 
sory proposal was rejected by the present 
Government, and as they introduced 
instead the purely permissive principle 
I do suggest that their administrative 
officers are more than ever bound to dis- 
play activity in making use of the powers 
placed in their hands. I have no doubt 
that a good deal could be done in this 
matter by the exercise of a little judicious 
influence. It should be explained, for 
instance, that the expense necessarily 
incurred is very small indeed. In Eng- 
land, where these district committees 
have been established, the cost has been 
very light, except in Lancashire, where 
they purchased a fishery cruiser. Of 
course, one of the most important things 
is that local practical men should be 
brought into contact with the adminis- 
trative machinery of Scotland—with, in 
fact, the Fishery Board, and I do believe 
that if more district committees were con- 
stituted, and placed in communication 
with the Fishery Board, that body might, 
with very great advantage to the fishery 
interests in Scotland, establish close times, 
and thus enable fishing to be carried on at 
a period more favourable to the general 
interest. It is important that we should 
get the fishermen and fish-curers organised. 
They are intelligent and skilful people, 
and I am quite certain that if they were 
properly organised in their local districts, 
public opinion would make itself felt, and 
great help would be given to the adminis- 
tration in dealing with difficult ques- 


tions. Will the Lord Advocate tell 
us what has been done during the 
last four or five years, and will he 


give us an assurance that the Secretary 
for Scotland will use his influence with 
the local authorities to prevent the object 
for which this Section 5 was passed being 
rendered entirely nugatory. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E): 
I wish, also, to bring before the House a 
question connected with fishery matters, 
and it is one which I have felt it my duty 
to raise in past sessions. It will be in the 
recollection of Scottish Members that, 


shortly after the present Government | 
came into office, the Secretary for Scot- | 


Sir William Wedderburn. 
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land made a speech in Glasgow, in which 
he declared his intention of rendering the 
Sea Fisheries Act, 1895, effective in re- 
gard to the extension of the territorial 
limit. Under that Act, as hon. Members 
know, the territorial limit can only be 
extended with the consent of the other 
Powers bordering on the North Sea. The 
speech to which [ am referring was made 
in December, 1895, and from that date 
until now we have been continually 
urging the Government to do something 
in this matter. May I point out that, in 
this respect, a special obligation rests upon 
the present Government, for it was Lord 
Salisbury himself at whose instance the 
proviso was inserted, preventing any 
extension of limit coming into force 
until an international agreement had been 
effected with the other North Sea Powers, 
Seeing that Lord Salisbury became Prime 
Minister and Foreign Secretary within 
two months of the Act being passed, 
we did expect that he would have done 
something to make it effective. But, so 
far, nothing has been accomplished. Can 
the Lord Advocate give us any assurance 
that something will be attempted! I 
know the hon. Member who last spoke is 
under a somewhat pleasing delusion as to 
the possible effects of the Conference 
which has been going on at Stockholm. 
But it was never pretended by those who 
were responsible for the assembling of 
that Conference that it had other than 
scientific objects, and, therefore, I do not 
think we are justified in anticipating any 
practical results from it. We do want 
something practical done. It is quite 
time now that the many troublesome 
questions which are agitating the fishery 
world should be permanently set at rest 
by some kind of international agree- 
ment. There is the question of the 
extension of the territorial limit up to 
thirteen miles. Upon this some of the 
North Sea Powers are willing to come to 
an arrangement, and surely it would be 
possible for the Government to get the 
responsible Ministers of the various 
Powers to meet and come to some agree- 


ment. I do not suggest that the 
limit should be extended to thirteen 
miles in each case, but I would 


give power to extend it to various dis- 
tances up to a maximum of _ thirteen 
miles. I am certain that if this matter 
were put in training, practical results 
would quickly ensue. There is another 
question I should like to touch upon, and 
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that is the habit of foreign trawlers fish- 
ing in the waters of the Moray Firth, 
which are closed to British trawlers. 
These foreign trawlers are not allowed to 
land their fish in Scotland, and so they 
take it to England. Surely this is a matter 
which calls for intervention on the part of 
the Government. Yet nothing has been 
done for two or three years. Cannot the 
Lord Advocate tell us that something 


is in training to do away’ with 
this grievance? Another grievance 
which has been felt in several 


counties in Scotland is in regard to the 
mode of distributing the equivalent grant. 
We in Aberdeenshire are placed at a dis- 
advantage in this matter by reason of the 
fact that, for the purposes of the distribu- 
tion, the rectified boundaries are not 
observed. I believe that in all some half 
dozen counties have a grievance in this 
respect, and I sincerely hope that the 
Lord Advocate will, when he speaks to- 
night, give us an assurance that this and 
other long standing grievances are soon to 
be brought to a practical solution. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
lam sorry to say I differ very much from 
the hon. Member who has just spoken, as 
to what is the proper remedy for any 
defect that there may be in our fishery 
system. At the present moment we land 
far more fish than we did ten years ago, 
and, consequently, those who complain of 
the conduct of foreign Powers, or of the 
Secretary for Scotland, ought to make out 
afar stronger case than they have as yet 
done. What suggestions have been put 
forward to-night? The hon. Baronet who 
first spoke wanted more fishery districts 
and more district committees, whose busi- 


ness it should be to establish mussel 
banks. I thought their business was 


rather to preserve existing mussel banks. 
Then the hon. Member for Aberdeenshire 
asked for the closing of the Moray Firth 
to foreign trawlers. In my opinion, that 
would be a most foolish and suicidal act. 
It must be perfectly manifest to anybody 
who knows anything about international 
law that the moment you begin closing 
any waters other Powers will follow your 
example. The further suggestion is made 


that the Secretary for Scotland should 
seek to induce foreign Powers to agree to 
an extension of the territorial limit from 
three up to something like thirteen miles. 
I think that that would be a profound 
mistake, if by that it is meant that every | 


VOL. LXXIV. 
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| Power should have the right of exercising 
jurisdiction for thirteen miles for fishery 


purposes. Such an extension of the terri- 
torial limit would operate mostly against 
English and Scottish fishermen. They 
are already excluded from many pro- 
ductive fishing banks off Denmark and 
elsewhere, and hon. Gentlemen, no doubt, 
are aware that some of the best fisheries 
are not on our coasts. If, therefore, this 
proposal were carried out we should be 
excluded from far more fisheries than we 
should be able to exclude foreign fisher- 
men from on our coast. We have, in fact, 
nothing to gain and everything to lose. 
Ido not believe that any Secretary for 
Scotland, or any Foreign Minister, would 
do anything but harm to our fishery in- 
terests by increasing the prohibitive regu- 
lations. Already many delusions under 
which our people have laboured have been 
destroyed. There was, for instance, the 
delusion that trawling was destructive of 
the spawn of fish, and soon. That has 
disappeared, and I believe we shal! soon 
witness the disappearance of another 
delusion—i.¢., that as to the destruction 
of immature fish. As we know, there 
is before this House a_ Bill dealing 
with under-sized fish. I believe it 
will prove inoperative if carried. 
I very much doubt if even the President 
of the Board of Trade can be taken as 
representing practical knowledge on the 
question when he pins his faith to a 
10 inch sole. The hon. Baronet com- 
plained that the Secretary for Scotland 
did not foster in some way the formation 
of district committees. But he himself has 
shown that almost everybody is against the 
formation of these committees, and how, 
then, can he expect, in such a state of 
public feeling, that the Secretary for Scot- 
land could do more than he has done? 
The suggestion is that the Secretary for 
Scotland should use his social influence 
to induce the local authorities to agree 
where they now disagree, and should 
stuff them with statistics about, say, 10 
inch soles. But it should be borne in 
mind that these committees cost a good 
deal of money, and, at the same time, 
they are likely to impose all kinds of 
absurd and useless regulations upon fisher- 
men. We have some knowledge of these 
committees in England, and I have heard 
of some of the foolish things they have 
done. They are composed, for the most 
part, of farmers, who know a great deal 
about a haystack, but nothing about a 
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plaice, a sole, or a turbot. I do think | Scotland year after year at a very large- 
it is unbecoming in a great country |cost. This is the only country in the 
like this, where the fishing industry is world in which so much coast line has 
so very important, that we should | not developed the cultivation of shell- 
have practically no means whatever fish. We fall lamentably short in that 
of yaining a knowledge of the habits of | respect, although such fish constitute a 
fish. No one can say, for instance, why cheap, useful, and valuable accessory to 
last year and the year before no sprats | the food supply of the population. If we 
were to be found on the East Coast, or could only develop mussel and clam beds 
why there are fewer soles on the Dogger it would be a great advantage. With 
Bank than years ago. In the United regard to the proposal to extend the 
States they have a permanent Commission territorial limits, may I point out that it 
of Inquiry whose duty it is to collect in- is clear, from the Debates which occurred 
formation, and if we were similarly | on a previous occasion when legislation of 
equipped we should be able in a few this kind was proposed, that the real pur- 
years to legislate on fishery questions. pose of the extension is to give power to 
One result would no doubt be to abolish the Fishery Board for Scotland to set 
the Scottish Fishery Board, and to make apart certain areas and close them. 

a clean sweep of the district committees. 

Professor MacIntosh has done something Sir HERBERT MAXWELL (Wig- 
for this question in his very able book, townshire): Representing as I do a 
and I earnestly recommend hon. Members | maritime constituency, I must offer a 
to study it. If they will only look at the word of remonstrance at the expression 
matter from a practical point of view they which has fallen from my hon. friend the 
will come to the conclusion that neither ; Member for King’s Lynn with regard to 
an extension of the territorial limit, nor the Scotch Fishery Board. It should not 
the multiplication of local committees is go out that the Members for the maritime 
desirable. constituencies endorse the views of my 

hon. friend. 


CapTaAIn SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I 
think hon. Members will agree with Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, South): I 
me that the hon. Gentleman who has just | desire to associate myself with the tribute 
spoken takes quite a false view of the which has been paid to the zeal with which 
whole situation when he insinuates that the Fishery Board conduct scientific inves- 
the trouble is mainly one arising from the | tigations, and to the value of their reports. 
difficulties between trawlers and line In reference to the question raised by my 
fishermen. He suggests that we should hon. friend the Member for East Aber 
do away with the Fishery Board for deenshire, viz., the proposal to extend 
Scotland—— ‘the three-mile limit, we have had this 
subject frequently before the House, and 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I did not} Idonot think it is possible to add any- 
quite say that. I said we had better com- | thing to it. We have frequently been 
plete our knowledge, and that, when we obliged to tell my hon. friend and those 
had done so, the result would probably be who think with him that it is quite 
the abolition of that Board and of the dis- | impossible for this country to extend the 
trict committees. limit. The experiment has been tried in 
the case of the Moray Firth, and every- 
CapTaIn SINCLAIR: The hon. Mem-| body knows the extreme dissatisfaction 
ber looks forward to the Millennium. The and friction to which it gave rise. We 
knowledge which he admits we require cannot extend the thirteen miles without 
can surely only be obtained by the | excluding our own subjects from waters 
efforts of specialists and by the aid of which are open to the vessels of other 
funds voted for that special object, and | Powers. The matter could not be better 
nobody has helped more in the very | put than it was by Lord Salisbury, when, 
direction that the hon. Member wishes us | speaking on this subject in 1895, he said 
to travel than the Fishery Board for he “eould not eonceive that a state of 
Scotland. Let me remind him that one! things could be endured in which the 
thing in which our very large fishing | foreigner might trawl and the English- 
industry falls short is the supply of bait ;| man might not trawl.” In using the word 
we actually have had to import it in Englishman he naturally intended to 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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include Scotland, for this is a method of 
expression with which we are all familiar. 
Lord Salisbury emphasised that point, 
and said it would give rise to extreme 
irritation on the part of the whole popu- 
lation if a British vessel were to be cap- 
tured for trawling within a prohibited 
area, Whilst a foreign vessel is to be at 
liberty to do so. We cannot extend the 
limit without excluding our own subjects 
from waters which are open to the vessels 
of other Powers. But I suppose my hon. 
friend desires to bring about an inter- 
national agreement to extend the limit. 
The answer to that is two-fold. In the 
first place, those who have had any 
experience of endeavouring to negotiate 
a fishing agreement know that there is 
nothing in the world so troublesome, 
protracted, and unsatisfactory. Secondly, 
it would be more to the disadvantage 
than the advantage of this country to 
effect an international extension of the 
limit, because it would shut our fisher- 
men out from fishing within the 
thirteen mile limit on foreign coasts. 
Further, it would be almost impossible to 
enforce the policing of the seas at so 
great a distance from the shore as thirteen 
miles. It is not an easy matter at three 
miles. How would it be possible in thick 
or foggy weather to see whether a vessel 
is actually within the thirteen-mile limit ? 
The difficulties are great already, and they 
would be incomparably greater if we ex- 
tend the limit. I think my hon. friends 
are a little hard on the Stockholm confer 
ence. Surely itis of the greatest possible 
advantage that every avenue of scientific 
knowledge and research should be opened 
in reference to this question, and I hope 
the deliberations will be pressed forward 
as much as possible. 


Sir W. B. GURDON (Norfolk, N.): 
I should like to say a few words in sup- 
port of what has fallen from my _ hon. 
friends from Scotland, and especially do 
I desire to address myself to the real , 
hardship from which the line fishermen 
suffer by their means of livelihood being 
destroyed by the action of foreign traw- | 
lers. In this matter we must all work 
together, because the same question 
affects the whole of the east coast of | 
England. I believe that although our 
gunboats do their duty as well as they 
can, trawlers know these boats as well as | 
acrow knows a gun. The only remedy 


seems to be an extension of the three- | 


| 
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mile limit. Of course that seems a rather 
formidable question, but I cannot see 
any reason why the North Sea Powers 
could not agree among themselves to 
extend the limit, for fishing purposes 
alone, not to thirteen but eight miles. Iam 
of opinion that this would be of great bene- 
fit to our hard-working fishing population. 
Of course we all know that deep-sea 
fisheries are international, but the fish 
which hang about the coast and along the 
shores belong to the country whose coast 
they haunt. A mussel or a whelk can 
hardly be looked upon as an international 
fish. I hope that the Government may 
see their way to help us in this matter. 
It may seem a small thing, but it isa real 
grievance, and it is in these small things 
that the happiness of life exists, and in 
my opinion this House might often be 
better employed in dealing with these 
small matters than with those heroie 
measures with which it sometimes occu- 
pies itself. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 
what is wanted of the Secretary for 
Scotland is that he should give some 
attention to the matter of line fishing, 
and arrange for the extension of the three- 
mile limit on the west coast of the high- 
lands and islands of Seotland. He has 
the power to do so, without consulting 


the signatories to the North 
Sea Convention. Although we were 


told that the Fisheries Conference at 
Stockholm would look into the matter, it 


has done nothing of the kind. It 
is purely a scientific conference, and 


no attempt has been made to make it 
a practical one. I ask the Secretary for 
Scotland to increase the three-mile limit. 
It is a very serious matter indeed to the 
line fishermen, and the Secretary for Scot- 
land knows it. Out of the total number 
of trawlers caught trawling within the 
three-mile limit, fifty-two had been caught 
more than once, and forty more than four 
times in one year. The Secretary for 
Scotland knows that the law is continually 
broken, and yet takes no steps to enforce 
it, which is all I ask himtodo. The hon. 
Member for Aberdeen appears to hold a 
brief for the trawlers. He talks of the ex- 
periment which is being made in the Moray 
Firth. It would be a good experiment for 
the line fishermen if the foreign trawlers 
were kept out of the Moray Firth, but no 


| effort is being made to exclude them, and 


that is what [ complain of. 


212 


We expect 
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the Secretary for Scotland to look after 
the welfare of Scotland in this matter. 
The hon. Member for Aberdeen talked 
about international 


an international agreement with regard 
to the line fishermen, who are simply 
being ruined by his neglecting to give 
effect to the powers he already possesses. 
Another matter which I constantly have 
to complain of is the sea police and the 
neglect of the Secretary for Scotland to 
look after the cruisers provided for the 


Scotch Office for the purpose of protecting | 


the interests of the line fishermen. I am 
uot speaking of the cruisers of the 
Fishery Board, but the cruisers loaned 
to the Scotch Office by the Admiralty. I 
asked the other day about the “ Jackal,” 
and I found that during four months 
she was only 77 days at sea. Another 
matter I wish to refer to, which is 
especially underthe control of the Secretary 
for Scotland, is the harbour accommoda- 
tion for fishermen. First of all there is 
Portness harbour. I saw this harbourmany 
years ago before the Scotch Office 
interfered with it. It was always a dan- 
gerous place, but since it has been taken 
over by the Scotch Office it has become 
much more dangerous; the indifference 
which is shown to the state of this har- 
bour is simply scandalous, and as a result 
there are more widows and orphans of 
fishermen in that district than in any 
other part of the British Islands. For the 


right hon. Gentleman who represents the | 


Scotch Office in this House to sit on the 
Government Bench and remain 
when he ought to speak is not the proper 
way for him to act. 
the Lifeboat Association 


harbour was finished the question of | 


lifeboat there would be 

Notwithstanding the fact 
harbour is so dangerous the 
nothing. We 
of this month 
Scotland could 
than he had 


placing a 
considered, 
that the 
Scotch Secretary does 
were told on the 7th 
that the Secretary for 
not antervene further 
done,and that he could 


directly... Why not? I want some 
actions taken. We are told there} 
is litigation, but litigation has been | 


going on for years. Unfortunately, the 
Secretary for Scotland does not know the 
district. 
neglect such important matters. Now I 
come to the harbour of Portmahomack. 
The President of the Board of Trade inti- 


Mr. Weir. 
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negotiations. The 
Secretary for Scotland should bring about | 


silent | 


I got a promise from | 
that when this | 


not interfere | 


It is not fair that he should | 
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| mated that money would be set aside for 
| the purpose of helping the construction of 
harbours, especially at places where the 
people were not able to carry out the work 
themselves. This is just one of the places 
that should be helped, but nothing has 
been done. I asked the other day 
what amount of local contributions 
would be required to justify an approach 
to the Treasury for a special grant in aid 
of the work, and I was told “ two-thirds,” 
3ut in such a district it is impossible. 


Another harbour I wish to refer 
to is Portnaguran, Island of Lewis. 


That was recommended by the _ pre- 
decessors of the present Government. 
A Commission appointed in 1890 went 
down to the place and recommended 
it as a suitable spot for a harbour of 
refuge. Such a harbour, which is very 
sadly needed, would cost something like 
£30,000. We know that this is a sum 
largely in excess of any amount which 
the Congested Districts Board can give. 
It is because the Congested Districts Board 
is unable to construct such a harbour 
that I asked the Secretary for Scotland to 
approach the Treasury. We are told 
that a pier was put up on the other 
side of Broad Bay, Island of Lewis, but 
that is not the slightest use. It is in- 
tolerable that we should be shunted about 
from pillar to post in this way, and be- 
cause of the indifference of the Secretary 
for Scotland I beg to move to reduce his 
salary by the sum of £50. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£50, in respect of the salary of the Seere- 
tary for Scotland.” —(JMr. IV cir.) 


| *Str JOHN LUBBOCK (London Uni- 

versity): My hon. friend the Member 
‘for King’s Lynn spoke in terms of just 
| praise of the Marine Biological Labora- 
tory, but scarcely did justice to the 
Scottish Fishery Board. As one who 
has paid some attention to natural his- 
tory all my life, I should like to recognise 
the debt of gratitude which we owe to the 
Scottish Fishery Board for its valuable 
work. As to the question of the exten- 
sion of the territorial limit, it might no 
doubt be an advantage on certain parts of 

the Scottish coast to extend the limits, 

but the question must be treated as a 
‘whole, and cannot be considered from 
|the point of view of one particular dis- 
| trict only. 
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in the capacity of English trawlers they 
cannot do what they are permitted to do 
as foreigners. We have had a Select 
Committee of this House which sat a 
couple of years ago, before which evidence 
was given by every class of fishermen, 
the English trawlers being well repre- 
sented. The practical evidence of the 
men who had been twenty or thirty years 
working as trawlers was that under the 
present steam system the growth and 
development of young fish could not go 
on, because the trawler was there night 
and day, with the result that you have 
practically destroyed all the nurseries of 
your fish in both the German Ocean and 
the British Channel. The result is that the 
price of fish has increased four or five fold 
what it was under the old system. Now 
the trawlers have got to go further and 
further afield to fish, in the Bay of Biscay 
and other places. The Bill was passed, 
and an Amendment was inserted by 
Lord Salisbury under curious conditions, 
because it was put in after the Bill had 
been read a third time, which cannot be 
done under the regulations of this House. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is not in order in discussing matters of 
legislation in Committee of Supply. 


Dr. CLARK: I was only incidentally 
mentioning that this Amendment was 
inserted after the Third Reading, a thing 
which we cannot do in this House. Upon 
this subject we have urged upon different 
occasions reforms, and we have brought 
pressure to bear upon the Secretary for 
Scotland because we thought it was 1n- 
cumbent upon the noble Lord to see that 
the Bill was made effective. It is said that 
we ought not to permit any extension of 
the three-mile limit, and that if we did 
we would be striking at the naval power 
of Great Britain. But surely we could 
have an extension for scientific and fishery 
purposes. Such an agreement could be 
arrived at with foreign Powers, and several 
of them desire it. The greatest obstacleto it 
has been the British Government working 
in. the interests of a certain class of 
English fishermen. The grievance of the 
Scottish fishermen is twofold. First of 
all, certain areas ought to be marked off 
for trawlers, and others for line fishermen 
into which trawlers could not come. 
Then, again, the Scottish Office ought to 
be able, with the concurrence of the 
President of the Board of Trade, to have 
the provision forbidding foreign fishing 

Dr, Clark. 


Supply 
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smacks selling their fish in Scotland 
extended to England also. I hope the 
Board of Trade will not object toa 
measure of that kind. 
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Mr. ASHER (Elgin Burghs) : I should 
wish, before the right hon. and learned 
Gentlemen replies to the various ques- 
tions which have been raised, to direct 
attention to the extremely unsatisfactory 
condition of the law at present with re- 
gard to the Moray Firth. I represent a 
very large number of fishermen on the 
Moray Firth, and it is impossible for 
anyone to visit that district without 
becoming aware of the very great 
amount of inconvenience and dissatisfac- 
tion which prevails in that locality, due 
to some extent to a cause which it is 
entirely in the power of the Scottish Office 
to remove. I desire to associate myself 
with all that my hon. friends have said 
with reference to the great desirability of 
some effort being made by the Govern- 
ment to effect a new convention with the 
sea Powers in the North Sea, with a view 
to the extension of the fishing limit. I 
believe in adopting that view we would 
be acting on the confirmed opinion 
founded on experience of the whole fish- 
ing population on the East Coast of 
Scotland. It is quite true they are not 
scientific men, but they have a great deal 
of experience in this matter, and the 
result of that experience is that trawling in 
the immediate vicinity of the coast not 
only interferes with line fishing, but is so 
destructive to young fish as to be highly 
prejudicial to fishing interests generally. 
What is the position of the law at present 
with regard to the Moray Firth ! By the 
legislation of this country, trawlers are 
prohibited trom landing fish trawled in the 
Firthinany portinScotland. We know quite 
well that it is entirely beyond the power 
of the Government or the Scotch Ottice or 
this House to pass any law which would 
have the effect of excluding foreign 
trawlers from the waters outside the 
three-miie limit. We are quite aware 
also, when we press that an_ effort 
should be made to extend the limit, that 
it isa matter requiring great considera- 
tion, and that there are difficulties in the 
way which the Government might find it 
almost impossible to get over. We all know 
how difficult it is to get the North Sea 
Powers to agree in matters of this kind, 
and we also know that larger questions 
may be brought forward at the same 
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time, involving considerations not exclu- 
sively connected with fishery matters. 
We are not so unreasonable as not to 
realise the difficulties which exist, but 
there is a matter with regard to which 
no similar difficulty arises. One of the 
great grievances of the Scottish fishermen 
at the present time is that foreign 
trawlers in the Moray Firth, although 
they are not entitled to land their fish in 
Scotch ports, are entitled to land it in 
English ports. It is entirely within the 
power of the Government to effect a 
remedy in that matter, and what I desire 
to direct the attention of my right hon. 
and learned friend opposite to is whether 
the Government will not seriously con- 
sider the propriety of making a 
change in the law which will have the 
effect of rendering it illegal for foreign 
trawlers to land fish trawled in the Moray 
Firth at any port in the United Kingdom. 
I do not say that that would be a complete 
remedy for the grievance of which we 
complain. Undoubtedly what we desire 
isa convention having the effect of ex- 
eluding trawlers altogether ; but we be- 
lieve, upon very strong grounds indeed, 
that if it were illegal for foreign trawlers 
to land fish caught in the Moray Firth in 
any port in the United Kingdom it would 
have the effect of reducing, and probably 
removing the grievance altogether. It is 
a very simple matter, and I am quite sure 
if the Government introduced a Bill for 
this purpose —— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I must rule out of 
order any remarks upon or discussion of 
proposed legislation. The question before 
the Committee is the salary of the Secre- 
tary for Scotland in his administrative 
capacity. 


Mr. ASHER :.1 base my appeal to the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman, as a 
matter of administration, on the propriety 
of steps being taken to prevent trawled 
fish being landed at any port in the 
United Kingdom. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): As an 
Irishman I think I may congratulate 
Scotland on the manner in which its 
fisheries are being looked after. I re- 
member when, after evidence, a law was 


brought in which prohibited steam trawlers. 


trawling within three miles of the Scottish 
coast. I believe that law has worked most 
advantageously for Scotland, and that a 
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great deal of harm has been stopped ; but 
I very much regret to say that what has 
done Scotland good has done Ireland a 
great deal of harm. The Irish authorities 
care very little for the fishing industry, 
and the steam trawlers which were sent 
away from S-otland now invade our 
coasts, and we have no power to stop 
them. The Inspectors of Irish Fisheries 
have laid down certain regulations, but 
the steam trawlers ignore them, and the 
Treasury will not even assist us to the 
exient of giving us a gun-boat to enforce 
the regulations which the Fishery In- 
spectors have established. I hope the 
matter will have the attention of the 
Government. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Member for Banffshire asked me to 
tell him what has been done by the Sec- 
retary for Scotland in respect of the 
power conferred on him by Section 5 of 
the Sea Fisheries Regulation Act. The 
hon. Member for Leith also dealt 
with this subject, and both hon. Mem- 
bers brought forward this matter 
especially with reference to the difficulty 
that had been felt with regard to the 
supply of bait, and they indicated their 
view that local committees should be 
formed for the cultivation of bait. I 
cannot dissent from what they have said 
on the question, because it is a matter of 
very great importance to the fishermen 
of Scotland. It is not altogether an easy 
matter to deal with. I would remind the 
Committee that the experiment was 
recently made by taking over with a view 
to cultivation the mussel beds of the 
Clyde, but I am sorry to say that the 
result has been to involve us in litiga- 
tion. Unfortunately local feeling was 
against the experiment in one of the 
places selected, and of course as 
long as human nature is human nature 
people will not like being excluded 
from taking bait from a place from 
which they have been used to take it. 
When I come to what is my actual busi- 
ness in this matter, the pressure, namely, 
on the Secretary for Scotland to take 
action, I am bound to say that the Secre- 
tary for Scotland could not have done 
anything under Section 5 of the Act, 
because the only condition under which 
he could act had not arisen. So far as I 
know, only two applications have been 
made at all--by Buckie and Cockenzie. 
In the case of Cockenzie it was found that 
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the application was for too small a dis- 
trict ; and in the case of Buckie they ran 
straight against Section 5, because they 
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had not the consent of the other local | 


authorities, and therefore they could not 
goon. The Secretary for Scotland had, 
therefore, done nothing, because the con- 
dition under which he could act had not 
come into force. Passing from that, we 
come to the well-worn fishery question. It 
was raised by the hon. Member for Aber- 
deenshire on the matter of the thirteen 
mile limit. The hon. Member used rather 
strong language, which would suggest that 
the North Sea Conference which had 
taken place lately was a mere device on 
the part of the Government to shelve the 
subject. 


*Mr. WEIR: Hear, hear. 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 


hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty says 
“ Hear, hear,” He ranges himself on the 
side of the hon. Member for East Aberdeen- 
shire, whose words werethat the Conference 
was meant to hoodwink the country, and 
that no practical result could be expected 
because the Conference only made a scien- 
tific inquiry. | should rather have 
thought that scientific inquiry was neces- 


sary, in order that from what was 
found out you might deduce — prac- 
tical results. [ do not know any 
branch of learning, art, or study | 


in which we do not have to begin with 
a scientific inquiry, and then to go on to 
apply in a practical way the data so 
obtained. I do not blame one atom the 
general tone of the discussion, for I do 
not think that the hon. Member's view 
was endorsed by any other hon. Gentle- 
man who spoke. We have had a good 
deal of expression on the other side of 
the subject. We have had a speech from 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn. Any- 
one who heard that speech, and who came 
to the subject with a fresh mind, might 
have got the idea that trawling was most 
beneficial to fish culture. Surely scientific 


investigation would be at least of some | 
use if it stops the mouth of the hon. | 


Member for King’s Lynn. I have suffi- 


sient confidence in the views expressed | 


oy the great majority of hon. Members 
who have spoken, to think that scientific 
investigation would show that to allow 
trawling everywhere is not the wisest way 
to cultivate fish. So far as my personal 
sympathies are concerned I go along with 
Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


{COMMONS} 
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| the expression that was dropped by the 
hon. Baronet the Member for North 
Norfolk, that the fishery on the coast 
ought to be recognised as the natural pro- 
vision for the line fishermen. But this is, 
not a question of personal proclivities, but 
a question of intricate difficulty. I think 
the hon. Member for East Aberdeenshire 
‘will see on reflection that the Scientific 
Conference was all to the good, and that. 
we may expect some practical results from 
it. My right hon. friend the President 
of the Board of Trade reminds me that 
our delegates to the Conference cot in- 
structions of a character that enabled 
them to raise any practical question as 
flowing from the scientific questions, so 
that practical questions must necessarily 
come in. I cannot conceive that we did 
not get a feasible basis for approaching 
the case. At the same time this is, of course, 
avery delicate question so far as actual 
action goes. No one regrets more than 
I do the practical difficulties that are 
connected with the Moray Firth. I re- 
gret it for the reason put forward by the 
hon. Member for Caithness and others. 
I think a very crucial and useful experi- 
ment has been spoiled by the action of 
the foreign trawlers inthat neighbourhood. 
But at the same time I do not see what 
more could have been done. It is quite 
clear that we could not have excluded the 
foreign trawlers; and it is quite clear that 
without legislation we could not prevent 
the fish being landed in England. As 
hon. Members know, the Secretary for 
Scotland has power to prevent the fish 
being landed in Scotland. I would be 
very glad to see the law altered in the 
sense in which several hon. Members 
have spoken ; but that is beyond me and 
the Department for which I am speaking, 
and, moreover, it may not commend it- 
self to all parties in the House. The 
hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty 
{seems to think that the Secretary for 
Scotland without going to the foreign 
Powers could do something specially for 
the West Coast. I have tried to 
explain this matter to the hon. Member, 
and I must have done it badly, for he 
always returns to the eharge and makes 
of it as much a grievance as ever. He 
seems to think he puts me in a dilemma 
| by first saying that this is a ease in which 
ithe North Sea signatories are the first 
| persons to be consulted in regard to the 
‘thirteen mile limit; and when I say 
|“ Yes,” he asks me to say that the 
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Western Islands are not in the North 
Sea. 


*Mr. WEIR: I never said anything of 
the kind. I called attention to the wants 
of the West Coast, where the Secretary 
for Scotland can make bye-laws without 
consulting the Foreign Powers. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: He 
asked categorically whether the Western 
Islands were in the North Sea, and I told 
him they were not. 


*Mr. WEIR: The Secretary for Scot- 
land insists that the provisions of the 
North Sea Convention extend right round 
our coasts. My contention is that that is 


not so. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: We 
have got to this point—a_ statement 
that the Secretary for Scotland, without 
consulting the signatories to the North 
Sea Convention, may extend the thir- 
teen-mile limit to the West Coast. 
Well, to that I give a_ categorical 
denial. Section 10 of the Statute says 
that the Fishery Board may by _ bye- 
law prohibit trawling within thirteen 
niles of the Scotch coast, provided that 
no area of the sea within that limit shall 
be deemed to be under the jurisdiction of 
Her Majesty for the purpose of the 
unless that shall be accepted 
upon their own subjects 
with respect to such area by all the 
States signatories of the North Sea 
Convention, The matter is really too 
plain for argument. What the hon. Mem- 
ber seemingly cannot bring himself to 
believe is that the North Sea Powers may 
have an interest as to where their subjects 
can go, although the places where their 
subjects go may not be in the North Sea. 
And therefore, rightly or wrongly, when 
the power was given to the Fishery Board 
in Scotland to forbid trawling within 
thirteen miles, that was conditioned by 
saying that nothing shall be held to 


section, 
as binding 


be within the jurisdiction of Her 
Majesty unless you get the assent 
of the North Sea signatory Powers. 


I think the Committee will see that in 
this matter the Secretary for Scotland 
could not have done what the hon. Mem- 
ber urges he should have done. As I 


have said before, we do not propose to 


make any alteration in the existing Act, 
and we propose to put in force every 
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power we have got. One or two other small 
matters have been mentioned in the course 
of the discussion. The hon. Member for 
Ross and Cromarty referred to Port- 
mahomack Harbour. I have already told 
the hon. Member how that matter stands. 


He has asked why the Scottish 
Office does not interfere. We do not 
interfere because, if we did, we should 


make the Scottish Office liable for the 
contractors’ account, which at present it 
is not liable for. The hon. Member for East 
Aberdeenshire has asked a question as to 
the mode of distribution of the grant in 
connection with the alteration of bound- 
aries. I can assure him that it is done in 
accordance with a legal ruling which was 
given, not by me, but by my predecessor, 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Clackmannan (Mr. J. B. Balfour). The 
Secretary for Scotland was advised by 
my right hon. friend that it would not be 
according to law to distribute the grant 
in any other way than is done at 
present. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I will not be so rash as to enter 
into the discussion which has raged so 
furiously around the Moray Firth, or into 
the vexed question of line fishing. But I 
desire to endorse the remarks of the Lord 
Advocate with regard to the great impor- 
tance of the scientific investigations now 
being carried on under the superinten- 
dence of Professor MacKintosh. Of 
course the old antagonism goes on 
between science and practice. It is very 
inconvenient for so-called practical men 
to have some of their more cherished super- 
stitions demolished by the advance of 
science, and in this respect I allude 
especially to those who take a certain side 
in fishery matters. I hope these admir- 
able investigations will be carried on, 
and that the Government will not stint 
the contributions from the Treasury, con- 
vineed as Iam that nothing but good can 
come from the Conference. I should, 
however, like to know (1) what instruc- 
tions the British delegates are going to 
get before they leave this country ; and 
(2) who they are. ° 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I very readily and gladly welcome the 
expression of pet rsonal sympathy from the 
Lord Advocate upon the question which 
has been under discussion. I for one am 
perfectly sure that that sentiment will not 
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hinder any action in the direction which 
most of us upon this side of the House 
desire to see the Scotch Department take. 
But while I may be allowed to welcome 
that expression of personal sympathy of 
the Lord Advocate, we must remember 
that we have not to deal simply with the 
Lord Advocate in his personal capacity. 
We have to deal with the Scottish Office, 
and those of us who are interested in 
fishing constituencies in Scotland have 
some cause to find fault with the action, 
or rather inaction, of that Department. 
The Scottish Office has not done all that 
it might have done to develop and multi- 
ply the bait beds on the north-east coast 
of Scotland. I altogether share 
the views which have been expressed 


by the hon. Member for the Elgin 
Burghs with reference to the vexed 


and difficult question in connection with 
the Moray Firth. There is no doubt 
that it isa very great grievance in that 
part of Scotland that foreign trawlers 
should have the right to fish inthe Moray 
Firth, and should find convenient ports in 
England for the disposal of their fish, 
which they are not permitted to sell in 
Scottish ports. I do not think that the 
Scottish Office, having regard to the views 
which have been so strongly expressed by 
the Lord Advocate, have done all they 
might to remedy the grievance. The 
next point upon which I think we have 
some reason to complain is with reference 
to the Stockholm Conference. Again 
and again during this session we have 
pressed the Lord Advocate to afford us 
some information as to the British dele- 
gates who are to represent this country at 
the Conference, and not only that, but we 
have asked again and again for informa- 
tion with regard to the scope of that 
Conference, and to this day we have not 


had the slightest information upon 
these points, either from the Lord 
Advocate or the First Lord of 


the Treasury. I cannot for myself see 
why this should be made a mystery of. 
In connection with this matter an im- 
portant deputation, representing the 
fishermen and the fishing constituencies 
in the North of Scotland, recently had 
the privilege of waiting upon the Prime 
Minister, and one of the main objects of 
that deputation was to impress upon the 
Prime Minister the necessit?, in the in- 
terests of an industry which, I believe, 
finds employment for something like 
50,000 men in Scotland, of extending the 


Mr. Hedderwick:. 
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fishing limit. I must say that the Prime 
Minister received that deputation very 
sympathetically, and led us to believe 
that so far as in him lay the matter 
would not be neglected. He also ex- 
pressed the hope that something might 
be done at the Conference which would 
enable the Government to take steps to 
extend the limit. Under these circum- 
stances we are fairly entitled to complain 
of the attitude of the Scottish Office, and 
if my hon. friend takes a Division on the 
subject I shall certainly feel obliged, while 
I have no wish to diminish the Vote, to 
go into the Lobby with him, in order to 
add weight to the opinion which has been 
expressed on this side of the House with 
regard to the action of the Scottish Office, 
At the same time I wish to make one or 
two observations upon the speech of the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn. We all 
know the very great interest which the 
hon. Member takes in everything con- 
nected in the slightest degree either 
with the Navy or with anything which 
is marine, and he has shown to-day 
that he takes a very great interest also in 
Scottish fisheries. He has given us a 
great deal of good advice, and he has told 
us, in effect, that we are poor ignorant 
creatures, and know nothing about fishery 
matters at all, and that we are under 
many delusions, one of them being our 
belief in the Fishery Board of Scotland. 
We have all been under the hallucination 
until now that the Scotch Fishery Board 
has done a great deal of excellent work, 
and is an admirable institution, and it has 
remained for the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn to tell us that it is an entire 
delusion, and that the Scottish Fishery 
Board is of no value whatever, and the 
sooner we abolish it the better. Another 
“delusion” is that the closing of the 
Moray Firth had been of some advantage 
to the community in.that part of Scotland, 
for the hon. Member for King’s Lynn has 
made the discovery that the closing of 
the Moray Firth is a foolish and_ suicidal 
Act. The hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
is, no doubt, a great authority on naval 
matters, but I venture to say that the 
knowledge which is acquired from expert 
ence, and from direct contact with fisher- 
men who have spent their lives upon the 
sea, is of much more value than the advice 
hurled at our heads across the floor of 
this House by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn. I cannot altogether agree 
with my right hon. friend the Member 
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for South Aberdeen that it would be an ex- 
tremely difficult thing to come to an 
arrangement in dealing with sea Powers. 
No doubt there might be some difficulty 
in coming to an agreement with all the 
other Powers interested, but it should be 
the endeavour of statesmanship to over- 
come difficulties. This is not a mere fish 
question ; it’is a question of men as well, 
for on one side you have some 50,000 
hard-working fishermen, and on _ the 
other some 6,000 men employed on 
trawlers. Surely that of itself, especially 
when we bear in mind the character of 
these men, and their value to this country 
as a great sea-going Power, ought to 
stimulate us to do everything we possibly 
can to protect such a large, industrious, 
and highly-deserving class of the com- 
munity. 


*Mr. WEIR: I hope that before this 
matter is disposed of the Lord Advocate 
will make some reference to the large 
number of holidays granted to the men 
on the Admiralty cruisers engaged in pro- 
tection duties. The cruisers are sent to 
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perform a certain work, and I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will see that they 
perform it. 


Dr. CLARK: Might I suggest that 
this should be discussed under the next 
Vote ? 


*Mr. WEIR: I am quite in order under 
this Vote, and I have too much regard 
for the time of the House to discuss a 
matter which is out of order. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Admiralty have lent these ships for a 
specific purpose, and they carry out the 
duties assigned to them efticiently. It is 
out of the question for the Secretary for 
Scotland to interfere with the amount of 
leave given to the seamen on Her 
Majesty’s ships. I think the answer 
which [ gave to this question on a former 
occasion was a sufficient one, and I must 
respectfully decline to interfere. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 71 ; 
Noes, 134. (Division List, No. 269.) 








Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir Jotn (Yorkshire) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Charles (Glasgow 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh. 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davitt, Michael 

Dewar, Arthur 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


Arehidale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Arro), Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baillie, James E. B.(Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. G.W. (Leeds | 


AYES, 


Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo. ) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir Jno. Geo. Smith 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cumb. ) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Maealeese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Leod, John 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Moulton, Johm Fletcher 


NOES. 


Janbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M.H. (Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, T.Gibson( KingsLynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Weir and Mr. Hedder- 
wick. 


Butcher, John George 

Campbell, Rt. Hn.J A (Glasgow 
Carlile William Walter 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


| Coddington, Sir William 





915 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Courtney, Rt. Hon, L. H 


Supply 


{COMMONS} (Civil Service Estimates), 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 


| Henderson, Alexender | 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter | 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curzon, Vicount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas, 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameror. 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. 


Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 


Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
| Kemp, George 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 


Lawrence, SirEDurning- (Corn | 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Swansea 
Long, Rt. Hn.Walter( Liverpool 
Lowles, John 

Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 


| Maclver, David (Liverpool!) 


M‘Ewan, William 
M‘IverSirLewis( Edinburgh W 


| M‘Killop, James 


Maple, Sir John Blnndell 
Maxwel!, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Middlemore, John T. 

Monk, Charles James 

More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Murray, Kt. Hon. A.G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northeote,Hon.Sir H. Stafford 
Pilkington,R. (Lanes, Newton 
Priestley.Sir W Overend (Edin. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Ridley, Rt.Hn.SirMatthew W. 


916 


Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks, 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley,SirHenry M.(Lambeth 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Thornburn, Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Welby, Lieut.-Uol. A. C. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcester, N.} 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndhain, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D'Are 
Young, Comminontindes ts 


TELLERS FOR THE NOoES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Original Question again proposed. 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton): I wish to move the reduction 
of this Vote by £500, in order to call 
attention to what I consider to be a case 
of gross maladministration in Scotland. 
My reason for moving to reduce the 
salary of the Secretary for Scotland is 
because he is responsible for the police of 
the country, and although this case also 
comes in another Vote, I think it would be 
better to discuss the whole question under 
this rather than to discuss a part now and 
a part in another. The case I refer to is 
that of Dr. Lamont, recently medical 
officer of South Uist. When Dr. Lamont 


was appointed to his post in South Uist a_ 


virulent epidemic was raging through the 
island, the length of which is thirty-eight 
miles, and its greatest breadth eight 
miles ; and in dealing with that epidemic 


Dr. Lamont showed such indefatigable zeal | 
‘returned to the island later in order to 


and such disregard for personal danger— 
travelling day and night over his wide parish 
which was originally divided into two, 
and for half of which another man had 
been appointed, who, seeing that what he 
had to do was an impossibility, resigned 


that he received a special letter from the 
Local Government Board conveying to 
him the Board’s high appreciation of his 
conduct. The sheriff, who made an in- 
vestigation at the instance of the Local 
Government Board into some gross case 
of neglect and incompetency that had 
taken place during the epidemic, also 
spoke in the highest terms of Dr. Lamont, 
and censured the officials of the parish 
council. But friction having arisen 
owing to Dr. Lamont’s action in con- 
nection with an outbreak of scarlatina in 
some schools which he caused to be 
closed, his action being upheld by the 


| Local Government Board, the parish 


council interfered and he was discharged, 
and vacated his office in July. He came to 
London and secured the position of 
medical officer in the Poplar Workhouse. 
Dr. Lamont’s new duties were not to 
begin until September, and he had left 
his personal effects in the island. He 


get his effects and spend the time until he 
came up to assume his new duties, but 
when some of his enemies saw him return 
they feared that he was going to settle 
among them again. They accord 
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ingly determined to get rid of him, and 


some charges, pronounced by a jury to be | 


unfounded, were trumped up against 
him, and a warrant was issued for his 
apprehension on September 10 last year. 
The alleged offences had been committed 
in the previous year during the heat of 
his engagements owing to the epidemic. 
Dr. Lamont was told by a policeman that 
some charge was being brought against 
him, and he had better not leave the 
island until that matter was dealt with. 
But he, having to go south on September 
15th, informed the policeman that he 
would be found at his mother’s house in 
Glasgow. On September 17th, at mid- 
night, a policeman came to the house in 
Glasgow, dragged the doctor out of bed, 
lodged him in the prison cells over 
Saturday and Sunday, and finally he was 
brought up in court on Monday morning 
and sent back in custody of the police 
to South Uist, where he was put in the 
cells for another night, being brought 
before the acting sheriff next day. So far 
as I have been able to find out, Dr. 
Lamont was arrested without a warrant 
being in the hands of the police at all. 
No one has been able to see the warrant, 
and when we applied to see it the right 
hon. Gentleman was under the impression 
that during the four days that this unfor- 
tunate man was in the cells no warrant 
existed. The Procurator Fiscal in the 
island, who has shown the greatest malice 
in the matter, on a telegram from the 
chief constable of Inverness, took steps to 
arrest Dr. Lamont in Glasgow ; but the 
law on the subject is that a warrant only 
runs in the district under the jurisdiction 
of the magistrat2 issuing it. The warrant 
should have been endorsed in Glasgow, but 
it was neither endorsed nor sent there at all. 
If the police had been in possession of the 
warrant unendorsed Dr. Lamont’s arrest 
would have been illegal. The only 
person who can be treated as Dr, Lamont 
was treated is a convict under licence, 


who can be arrested without a warrant if | 


it is thought that he is getting his living 
by dishonest means. The charge brought 
against the doctor was that of fabricating 
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anyone else has ever seen those regula- 
tions, and search has been made for them 
in vain in the Reports of the Board of 
supervision. The warrant, moreover, 
was not entered in the books of the 
Sheriff. I doubt the statements which 
have been made, because the information 
giventous by theright hon. Gentleman dur- 
ing the whole course of the case has been 
notoriously inaccurate. I acquit the right 
hon. Gentleman of any intention todeceive, 
but he will admit what I state, and there- 
fore I am not inclined to trust without 
some documentary corroboration any 
other statements coming from the same 
source. Then, allowing the existence of 
a possible criminal attempt, the amount 
in question was of the very smallest and 
most paltry character, but the _ bail 
demanded was £100. Dr. Lamont went 
off on this bail, and a fresh warrant was 
issued. On that warrant another 
attempt was made to arrest him. 
Again a policeman went to his mother’s 
house and bullied the old lady 
to such an extent that at last she gave 
the doctor’s address in London. How in 
the world did the Crown Office ever 
permit these extraordinary proceedings 
in the case of a purely technical offence 
at the very outside, and where a moment’s 
reflection and inspection would have 
shown them that it was a trumped-up 
offence? Had the police a warrant when 
they went to Dr. Lamont’s mother’s house 
to arrest him on this second offence? On 
whose authority was it that that trans- 
action took place 4 But the worst 
matter in the whole case is the way 
in which these warrants were obtained. 
Not only was the sheriff the committing 
sheriff who gave warrant after warrant, 
but during the whole time he was issuing 
these warrants he was being paid sub- 
stantial sums as a witness. That is a 
thing which every man here will depre- 
cate. I cannot conceive such a course 
being pursued in England, and by way 
of bringing the matter to an issue I beg 
to move the reduction of this Vote by 
£500. 


(Civil Service Estimates). 


and issuing false certificates—in other | Motion made, and Question proposed— 


words, something very like forgery. The 
offence, if any was committed, was | 


against the regulations issued by the | 
Local Government Board as to the Vac- | 
cination Act, not an offence at common | 


law. But nobody knows what those | 


“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £500, 
in respect of the Salary of the Secretary for 
Seotland.”—(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Iam 


regulations are ; neither Dr. Lamont nor | placed in a somewhat difficult position in 


' 
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this matter. Iam very anxious to avoid 
saying anything which would seem either 
unsympathetic towards Dr. Lamont, or in 
any way to appear that I am not fully 
conscious of the really excellent services 
of Dr. Lamont on the island. But the 
hon. Baronet has treated this case scarcely 
wisely, and has circulated a pamphlet 
which shows a thorough ignorance of the 
criminal procedure of his own country. 
He draws such erroneous deductions that 
it is absolutely impossible for me to allow 
the matter to stand as he has left it, and 
not to explain to the Committee, as I 
should, how, although I exceedingly 
regret that Dr. Lamont was subjected to 
the indignity of imprisonment, that im- 
prisonment was perfectly legal. There are 
two separate matters—that of the prosecu- 
tion and that of the arrest. The hon. 
Baronet has talked about it as a trumped- 
up charge, a small inaccuracy, and being 
under the Vaccination Acts. It was not 
under the Vaccination Acts at all. It was 
a prosecution at common law for falsely 
uttering a certificate, and I should be very 
much astonished if anyone in this House 
would get up and say that for a man ina 
good position, who was discharging a 
publie duty, knowingly to put his hand to 
a certificate that he knew would be used 
for a legal purpose, and who knew that 
the statement to which he was putting his 
hand was not true 





Sir CHARLES CAMERON: I am 
sure the right hon. Gentleman would 
wish me to correct an omission of mine. 
The jury unanimously found Dr. Lamont 
innocent. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
perfectly aware of that, and I would very 
much sooner not have gone into the 
question of the prosecution at all. But 
the hon. Baronet must remember that 
juries are entitled to take some liberties 
and very often to find persons innocent 
when they think the merits of the accused 
on ordinary occasions have been such as 
to justify them in finding the charge not 


proved. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): No 
one ever heard of such a doctrine as that. 
Surely the verdict is conclusive. 

Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): What was 


the verdict ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
verdict was “Not guilty,” and it is con- 
clusive as to the question of whether or 
not Dr. Lamont was guilty of the crime. 
I am not for one moment attempting to 
say that it is otherwise, but it is not con- 
clusive as to the question of what 
evidence was before the prosecutor when 
he ordered the trial. The point I was argu- 
ing was whether a charge against a doctor 
of falsely issuing certificates can be con- 
sidered as a trivial and trumped-up 
charge. The evidence upon which the 
case went to trial consisted of sixteen 
charges, and that in all those sixteen 
charges there had been a certificate given 
without the doctor having seen the 
patient after vaccination. In nine of 
those cases it is alleged he gave a certifi- 
cate for a successful vaccination the 
moment he had _ vaccinated, but he 
qualified that by saying that he under- 
stood the certificate would not be used 
unless the operation did turn out  success- 
fully. The evidence given in Dr. La- 
mont’s behalf at the trial consisted to a 
large extent of the statements of other 
doctors, who said that they were in the 
habit of granting certificates of successful 
vaccination when they had not seen the 
children, but had had information con- 
veyed to them that the vaccination was 
successful. I should be very much sur- 
prised if medical Members in the House 
would uphold that as a right practice. I 
do not want to say anything against Dr. 
Lamont to lose him the benefit of his 
verdict, but on the other hand I think I 
am justified in asking Members to believe 
that the evidence on those sixteen charges 
was such as would certainly warrant a 
conviction. 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON: How 
many cases were on the petition when 
the original arrest was made, and when 
the four nights’ imprisonment in the 
police cells were suffered ? 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: There 
were as far as I know, six or seven, or 
something like that in the original—it 
may be only four or five ; but, as matter 
of fact, before the thing was done, there 
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were from thirty-five to forty cases put 
forward. Of those all but sixteen were 
rejected, and the trial actually proceeded 
upon those sixteen cases. The others 
were rejected because the evidence was not 
considered to be sufficient. On the matter 
of the prosecution, it is utterly unheard 
of to allege that there is a miscarriage of 
justice when you are in a position to say 
that on sixteen charges you had evidence 
quite clear as far as it went, sufficient to 
justify a conviction. Then I come to the 
question of the arrest. The initial griev- 
ance of the hon. Baronet is as to what 
he calls the “warrant.” Everybody 
would suppose from his speech that 
when you got a warrant you 
want specially to make an arrest. In 
Scotland you do nothing of the sort. 
Under the Scotch law, when the Pro- 
curator Fiscal proposes to institute pro- 
ceedings against anyone he goes to the 
sheriff with a petition, which says that he 
has reason to believe that So-and-so is 
guilty of so-and-so, and therefore he asks 
to be empowered to examine witnesses 
upon oath, if necessary, and also to arrest 
the accused person in order to have him 
brought up on the first step of Scotch 
procedure—viz., declaration. Upon that 
he is committed by the sheriff for trial. 
As a matter of fact, every petition for 
trial of any sort in Scotland contains a 
warrant of arrest. But the law is always 
very temperately carried out. If a person 
is not expected to become a fugitive from 
justice the warrant is not executed, and 
the Crown Office are always very anxious 
that arrest should never be made unless 
absolutely necessary. All the powers of 
the Procurator Fiscal as to examining 
witnesses and so on are based on that 
warrant. 


An hon. MEMBER: A_ very serious 
question has been raised as to whether 
there was such a warrant. Can the Lord 
Advocate assure the House that there 
was ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Of 
course there was; I have seen it. That 
is one of the most extraordinary insinua- 
tions in the pamphlet. 


Sik CHARLES CAMERON: No; I 
say there is no proof whatever that the 
deed of committal was signed. 
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*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: What 
could be the necessity for fabricating the 
idea that there was a warrant? The 
Procurator had it in his power to get a 
warrant on any day of the week. The hon. 
Baronet has made an incursion into the 
Sheriff's Court Books, and seemed to think 
it wrong that the warrant had not been 
recorded in those books. As a matter of 
fact, warrants at common law trials never 
are recorded in the Sheriff’s Court Books, 
and, furthermore, if they had been it 
would not have shown him anything, 
because there is no rule as to recording 
the date. Now comes the first real con- 
flict of testimony. It is said that Dr. 
Lamont had been warned by the police 
that something was being brought against 
him, and that he ought not to go away. 
Dr. Lamont says he told the police officer 
he was going away to his mother’s in 
Glasgow, and that the police officer raised 
no objection. There he is contradicted 
directly. The police officer says that, so 
far from telling him he was going away, he 
rather concealed his departure and went at 
night. Which of those statements is 
true I have no means of judging. Even 
assuming Dr. Lamont’s version is true, 
the point is not what Dr. Lamont really 
said, but what was the representation the 
police officer made to the Procurator 
Fiscal. The Procurator Fiscal lived 
about five hours by steamer away. The 
police constable wired that Dr. Lamont 
had left. The Procurator Fiscal, not 
knowing where he had gone or anything 
about it, considered that Lamont had 
broken the understanding that he would 
stay in the island, and so he wired to 
the Chief Constable at Inverness saying, 
“Lamont has absconded. Have him 
arrested.” This is the point in which | 
consider a mistake was made. I think it 
would have been more in accordance with 
the milder administration of justice which 
we are happily accustomed to in Scotland 
if the Procurator Fiscal, instead of giving | 
immediate instructions for the arrest of 
Lamont, had applied to the Crown 
counsel in Edinburgh, because had they 
been applied to they would have seen 
that the arrest was unnecessary. From 
the very first time the hon. Member in- 
terrogated me I have always expressed, 
and I again express, my great regret that 
Dr. Lamont was subjected to the in- 
dignity of arrest, and that the Procurator 
Fiscal took the step he did. But the 


| Committee must remember that while } 
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{COMMONS} 


regret that, it is quite a different matter | 


‘to say that the arrest was illegal. I must 
remind the hon. Baronet opposite that if 
the arrest’ was illegal there are ways of 
trying it by a civil action. 


| was 


Str CHARLES CAMERON: Against 


whom ? 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: Against 
the police. With regard to the definition 
given in “ Bell’s Dictionary,” that work 
may be a very convenient repertoire, but 
it is not exactly an authority upon the 
law of Scotland. I think the hon. 
Baronet will observe that if “ Bell’s 
Dictionary” was quite right, arrest by 
telegraph would be impossible. It is 
quite obvious that if people are arrested 
by telegraph, the warrant cannot possibly 


be in the hands of the people whe carry | 


out the arrest. I do not think it will be 
found that the arrest was illegal at all. 
On receiving the communication from the 
Inverness police that the Procurator 
Fiscal wished to have Lamont arrested, 
the Glasgow police acted in the only 
possible way they could have acted by 
arresting him. He was arrested on a 
Saturday night, and the result was that 
he could not be brought before the magis- 
trate until Monday morning. But when 
he was brought before the magistrate— 
and the hon. Baronet left this out 
altogether—he had seen his agent on the 
Saturday, and he also saw him on 
Monday, when he went before the magis- 
trate, and there was not the slightest 
reason why he or his agent should not 
have demanded bail there and _ then. 
Unfortunately, no such demand was 
made, and though he went in custody to 
Lochmaddy to make his declaration he 
did not suffer any indignity during the 
journey. As a matter of fact he travelled 
with an Inverness officer in plain clothes, 


and there was nothing like being in | 


custody about the affair, for he was 
allowed to go about the ship like anybody 
else, and he was not imprisoned. 


Dr. CLARK: If he went by the 
mail train and the ordinary steamers, he 
must have spent one night in the train 


and one night at the port where he was | 


landed. 
Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


(Civil Service Estimates). 994 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 


hon. Member knows the boats better than 
I do, but that does not matter. Dr. 
Lamont was taken straight by whatever 
conveyance was most convenient, and he 
not, so far as I am aware, im- 
prisoned, 


Dr. CLARK : 


those two nights ? 


But where did he spend 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: My 
information is that he went straight to 
Glasgow without being subject to any 
indignities whatever. My point at this 
moment is this—that if he had applied 
for bail in Glasgow he would have got it. 
The hon. Baronet said that the police 
took out another warrant, but I think I 
have explained that this was a necessity 
under the Scotch law, for after they had 
foand his address, then the report of the 
case came up in the ordinary way. There 
was nothing for the Crown counsel to in- 
terfere in at that time, because the man 
was out on bail; if they had found him in 
custody they might have interfered. That 
is the whole case ; and although I knew 
nothing of the case at the time, having 
since looked at the papers, in my humble 
judgment, so far as the prosecution is 
concerned, I think it was a perfectly right 
and justifiable one. I cannot look upon 
the fact of knowingly giving a certificate 
which was false as a small matter. I say 
this in the abstract, and not in reference 
to Dr. Lamont, because I regard him as 
|an absolved man. What I co say is, that 
in this case there was proper evidence to 
go to trial upon. As regards the arrest, 
I think the Procurator Fiscal erred not 
on the side of illegality, but on the side 
of severity by not applying to the Crown 
counsel before having him arrested. But 
the arrest, such as it was, was a perfectly 
legal arrest; and although I have expressed 
from the first my regret that a man who 
had done such yeoman service as Dr. La- 
mont had done should have been subjected 
to this arrest at Glasgow, yet I can- 
not look upon him as the victim of mal- 


administration of justice. 


Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
| Ilkeston) : There are certain points in this 
‘ease which have not been cleared up by 
the speech of the right hon, Gentleman. 
| I must say that the whole case is quite a 
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revelation to me as to the administration | how far these charges are false. Under 
of justice in Scotland. I have always the Act of 1863 the medical officer has to 
had great respect for Scotch law, and | make the following declaration in giving 
for the administration of it; but this | a certificate of successful vaccination :— 
case has considerably weakened that 
respect, and has made me suspicious of “I, the undersigned, hereby certify that the 
the methods by which the law is carried child 1 Sramd-s0 has been suecesstully vac- 
out in Scotland. It is perfectly evident sis eines 
that we have here a case of the most! That is the certificate of a successful vac- 
arbitrary action on the part of the | cination. Now, I contend that the cir- 
authorities and of the police—a method of | gamstances of this case show that this 
action which would destroy the authority | was a malicious charge. Let us consider 
of the law in any civilised community. | the conditions under which this irregula- 
It is all very well on such technical rity in the giving of vaccination certifi- 
grounds to try to justify this procedure, | ates occurred. It occurred at a time 
but the procedure in this case Was CON-| when a terrible typhus epidemic was 
trary to common sense in the administra- | raging in that locality. Dr. Lamont was 
tion of justice, and has inflicted a very | pysily engaged vaccinating children many 
great Injustice pista who has deserved miles away from his home, and during 
well of his country. First of all here is a ¢yj, epidemic he performed many other 
man who goes down, probably alittle too quiies which did not belong to his pro- 
earnest and a little too zealous in his Pere ae omek os putting the corpses in the 
work, to this locality. He devotes him- | coffins and other matters which were out- 
self to the public health of that district side his ordinary duties, simply because 
with a devotion which calls forth the the people were 80 panie-stricker with 
highest commendation from the Local | tnig epidemic that they would not go 
Sgt ae mec rt oof near the bodies. And when Dr. Lamont 
ing o at work, naturally he excited a |... Bi init ee : e 
certain amount of irritation and jealousy eas ak ce cee. dag pe 
on the part of the local authority ; he! ..cute the doctor for not going miles and 
gets into difficulties with them, and they | miles away every day from his fever 
dismiss him from his post. Here we have patients in order to see if a child’s vac- 
an illustration of the injustice of the law cination had properly taken. I say 
with regard to the dismissal of medical! that a more malicious charge against 
officers, for in this case Dr. Lamont had |, member of an honourable — pro- 
noright of appeal to the Local Govern-| fo,,i9) I never heard of. That is the 
ment Board. ' condition of things which went on in this 
| locality, and which the Public Prosecutor 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: That | i@ that district ought to have considered 
law was passed in 1894, and I personally, further before taking the steps he did. 
and many others, voted for the medical The law was actually set in motion by an 
officers having the right of appeal, in old antagonist of this medical man, and 
cases of dismissal, to the Local Govern- | that is the way in which the whole thing 
ment Board. sprang up. That is the kind of conspiracy 
'which went on in this locality against a 
'man doing his duty zealously in the 
Str WALTER FOSTER: I think | locality, and I think it is only due that 
that, knowing this was an_ injustice, | all professional men ought to be protected 
it is the duty of the right hon. | from such charges as these whilst carrying 
Gentleman to try and remedy it. There} out such responsible and very often 
has been a Bill introduced ‘by the hon. | difficult work. Having found out that 
Member for Camlachie to alter this, and | these charges were being made against 
Thope the right hon. Gentleman will give | him, Dr. Lamont immediately com- 
it an opportunity, at all events next | municated with the police, gave them 
session, of being passed into law. Now, | his address, and went to Glasgow to take 
Dr. Lamont, having excited this local | up duties elsewhere. Now the fact that he 
indignation, has to suffer from it by | gave the police his address ought to have 
these charges. As to the charge of | been sufficient, and therefore all necessity 
issuing false certificates, I do not defend | for putting this man in prison had ceased, 
that for a moment, but let us consider | for he gave the police ample opportunity 
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of finding him. But under this haphazard 
and scandalous administration of the law 
in Scotland this gentleman is taken into 
custody at twelve o'clock onSaturday night; 
the is put into a police cell, and is not 
brought out till Monday morning, when he 
is taken some hundreds of miles in charge 
of a policeman to undergo the process 
of making a declaration; and _ he has 
to spend another night in prison before 
he is brought up for this declaration. 
I say that that is not a_ proper, 
judicious, and common-sense administra- 
tion of the law. It is an injury and 
indignity to a man which he ought not to 
have suffered, and although the right hon. 
‘Gentleman has expressed in appropriate 
terms his regret for what was a miscar- 
riage in the administration of justice, I 
think we ought to have something more. 
Dr. Lamont was put to a considerable 
amount of expense, for the sixteen charges 
were placed before a jury,although the pro- 
seeution only relied upon two of them. I 
desire to point out thatthe verdict given was 
not one of “ not proven,” but the verdict 
was “not guilty,” which gives hima clean 
sheet, and no one has any right to put an 
imputation on his character. This case 
has arisen from administering justice 
without that common-sense which I be- 
lieve would have been displayed if the 
administration of the law had been en- 
trusted to agricultural labourers. <A 
considerable amount of local malice has 
been displayed, and I think we ought to 
make some recompense to this gentleman 
for the indignity put upon a member of 
an honourable profession, and some com- 
pensation should be given to him for the 
expense and the time and the trouble he 
jhas been put to over this stupid and 
altogether indefensible maladministration 
eof the Jaw in Scotland. 


*Sre W. PRIESTLEY (Edinburgh and 
‘St. Andrews Universities) : I think every 
Member of the Committee who has 
listened to this story must be of the 
opinion that Dr. Lamont has been very 
‘harshly treated. Here is a man working 
through a deadly epidemic in the locality 
che is placed in, and all at once, without 
aby summons whatever being issued, he 
is arrested and placed in the position of 
afelon in prison, where he is allowed to 
remain from the Saturday till the Mon- 
day, and he is given no opportunity to 
clear himself before the resident magis- 

Sir Walter Foster. 
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| trate. I cannot-help expressing my very 
| great regret for this arrest, and I thank 
|the Lord Advocate for 
| view that it is regrettable that this harsh- 
ness should have been shown towards this 
unfortunate man. In reference to the 
signing of a false certificate, which has 
been explained very adequately by my 
hon. friend on the Opposition Bench, it is 
said that Dr. Lamont did not actually 
know a regulation was in force to the 
effect that he was to visit the patient for 
the purpose of seeing that the vaccination 
was effective before the certificate is signed. 
I know that a great many doctors 
do not know such a regulation exists, 
for many medical men have written 
to me on the subject recently. No 
vaccination can be regarded as effective 
unless it has been seen to take its 
proper course, but in this locality where 
Dr. Lamont was living, he often had to 
traverse thirty-five miles to see _ his 
patients. He had, at the same time, this 
epidemic upon his hands. He was doing 
his best, trying to save the lives of those 
who were dying from typhus fever, which 
is quite different to typhoid fever, and 
more like “Black Death,” for whoever 
touches the body is liable to infection. 
And yet Dr. Lamont never shrank from 
his duty, but did all he could when 
no one else would go near. Let me here 
say that I share the regret expressed by 
‘the Lord Advocate and the hon. Member 
for Ilkeston that at the time the Public 
Health Act was passed we did not give 
the right of an appeal to the Local Govern- 
ment Board when a medical officer was 
dismissed. It seems to me that this 
omission will lead to much misunder- 
standing, and [ think next session there 
should be a Bill introduced which will 
remedy this evil. I am not at all dis- 
posed to incriminate Dr. Mackenzie, the 
magistrate who signed the warrant, with- 
out knowing more of the whole of the 
circumstances. He possesses an eminent 
medical degree, and he has made himself 
very useful in the parish in which he lives. 
I feel convinced, that he would not have 
signed the warrant unless he thought he 
was perfectly right in doing so. I am 
very anxious indeed to dissociate him 
from any malice, for I believe he is a 
man who is not likely to allow prejudice 
| to sway his judgment in matters of this 
kind. In conclusion, I feel certain that 


something ought to be done in the way - 


|of compensation. I do not know what 


| 
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form it will take, but the Lord Advocate 
should consider how it can best be done. 
J also think that some severe reprimand 
should be adininistered to the authorities 
whocausedallthis unnecessary distress, and 
who were responsible for this inhuman 
attack made upon an honourable man. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I knew nothing of 
this case until I came down to the House 


this evening, but having listened care- | 


fully, and I hope impartially, to what has 
been said on both sides, I must express 
my deliberate opinion that the procedure 
adopted in this case was a great mistake 
in the administration of justice in Scot- 
land. I do not agree with the Lord 
Advocate’s statement that there are here 
prim’ facie grounds for a_ prosecution. 
So far as that matter is concerned, I 
dare say the Procurator Fiscal had no 


option but to allow the proceedings to be | 


taken, but there could be no justification 


for his having ordered the arrest of Dr. | 


Lamont for an offence of this kind. It 
was a very trivial charge against a re- 
spectable gentleman who was in a high 
public position, and who had discharged his 
duties with the admiration of his neighbours. 
What did the Procurator Fiscal do? He 
sent a telegram to Inverness, without tak- 
ing any steps to discover where Dr. 
Lamont had gone, to secure his arrest, 
and he did that in a case which, as I 
have said, involved a charge of a com- 
paratively trivial character—a charge the 
initiation of which was surrounded with 
the very gravest suspicion, because it was 
preferred against this medical gentleman 
who had rendered noble and I do not 
hesitate to say heroic services, at the 
instance of the very people who had _pro- 
cured his dismissal. If ever there were 
an occasion when a magistrate was not 
only justified, but bound to pursue the 
course which common sense and usage 
prescribed, it was this. Nevertheless, the 
Procurator Fiscal telegraphed to Inverness 


to procure this gentleman’s arrest, with- | 


cut taking the precaution of asking 
the police whether they knew where he 
was or not. 
by which this gentleman was arrested in 
the very place which he himself had given 
before he left the island. He was 
arrested at his mother’s house in Glasgow, 
hauled out of his bed on a Saturday 
night, spent the whole of Sunday in the 
police cells of Glasgow, and was brought 


up next day before the magistrates. The | 
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right hon. Gentleman says, “Why did 
he not ask for bail?” The probability is 
that he could not have procured bail, 
| because it is not everybody who can pro- 
cure bail in a town where he himself 
is not resident. After having been 
brought up on Monday he was com- 
pelled to take a journey in the custody 
of a police officer, which lasted one day 
_and two nights, and during the whole 
of that time he was not only technically 
but actually under arrest. I am bound 
| tosay such an incident could not possibly 
occur on this side of the Tweed. I do 
‘not think that my hon frend, who 
raised this questiou most properly in 
the interests of justice, was going 
a step toofar when he said that if the 
criminal law of Scotland were adminis- 
tered in such a way the confidence of the 
Scottish people in the administration of 
justice would be very greatly shaken. I 
do trust we shall have a further and more 
adequate statement from the right hon. 
Gentleman—who has most handsomely 
expressed his own personal regret—as to 
the steps he proposes to take to compen- 
sate Dr. Lamont, having regard to the 
gross absence of all sense of propriety, 
proportion, and decency on the part of 
the officials who administer the law. 


ApMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne) : 
I must say I have never heard of any 
case of harsher treatment than has 
been meted out to this unhappy Dr. 
Lamont. The man’s conduct was heroic 
in the discharge of his duties, and if 
there were such an order as the civil 
order of the Victoria Cross I think he 
would deserve it. I am not, however, going 
to vote for the diminution of the Lord 
Advocate’s salary. He has done his duty 
under great difficulties, and has won our 
approval and admiration, but I think he 
should speak out in this House more 
' strongly by way of denunciation of these 
incompetent Scottish officials. God help 
us if we had such men in our country. I 
think Dr. Lamont could not have been 
treated worse if he had been a felon 
| guilty of the most atrocious crime. Why 
was not a summons issued? The Lord 
| Advocate tells us that a warrant having 
| been received from the Procurator Fiscal 
!it was bound to be carried out. I think 
| these officials should have used their own 
| discretion. I should like to see any member 
| of the Government coming before me and 
|asking for a warrant for the arrest of 
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any man. 
offer to bind him over in his 
recognisances, which he might 
done? The excuse made by the Lord 
Advocate for this gross miscarriage 
of justice is inadequate to meet the case, 
which has not been in any way overstated. 
If there had heen a technical offence com- 
mitted it could have been met in the 
ordinary way by a reprimand, and I think 
the medical gentlemen of this House have 
made out a strong case for an appeal in 
such cases to the Local Government Board, 
instead of poor law officers being, as they 
are at present, at the mercy of irre- 


own 


sponsible, unreflecting, and vindictive 
officials. I think the whole case from 


beginning to end was one of vindictive 
spite. I believe no compensation is 
possible in this case, and compensation is 
a difficult thing to give, but if anybody 
were fool enough to entertain a bad 


opinion of Dr. Lamont this discussion | 


would re-establish him as a man worthy 
of our greatest respect and esteem. These 
men who have failed in their duty should 
certainly be censured by the Secretary 
for Scotland, and if Dr. Lamont 
cannot be compensated, he should at 
least be awarded the very serious costs he 
has incurred. I have only risen because 
I am indignant, and [ wish to show as an 
Englishman and a magistrate that I have 
sympathy with a case of this kind, and 
that as an English Member I warmly 
support the Scotch Members in this 
matter, and I say we are not satisfied 


with the answer which has been given. | 


We all admire the Lord Advoeate, but 
we are not satisfied that he has given that 
amount of official censure which the case 
demands. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : The hon. and 
gallant Admiral used two words, “ vindic- 
tive spite,” which to my mind _ indicate 
the real meaning of this case. 
doubt that the verdict of this Committee 
will be the same verdict that Dr. Lamont 
got from a court of law when he 
left the court without a stain on his 


character. I was very much disappointed 
indeed with the defence of the Lord 
Advocate. I have no doubt that from a 


feeling of loyalty to his officials the right 
hon. Gentleman thought it his duty 
to defend them against the charge 
brought against them. 
surrounded with more narrow, wretched, 


Admiral Field. 
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have | 


I have no} 


This is a case | 
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and vindictive spite than I have ever 
come across in the whole course of 
my existence. Here was Dr. Lamont 
working single-handed against death and 
pestilence. He attacked single-handed 
typhus fever when others fled; he watched 
the dying moments of the sufferers, 
actually put them into their coffins when 
they died, and I am not sure that he did 
not bury them with his own hands, 
Those officials, whose cowardice was very 
properly denounced by those in authority, 
afterwards entered into a mean and 
wretched conspiracy to hound this brave 
man out of office. The fact is that the 
Chairman of the School Poard and the 
Chairman of the Parish Council are one 
and the same individual, and I am 
ashamed to say that a minister of religion 
did not think it beneath the dignity of 
his office to denounce Dr. Lamont at the 
open grave of one of his patients in such 
vigorous terms that no person dared to 
consult him, and because of the sway of 
this priestly despotism none went near 
him, and several died from want of 
medical attendance. Dr. Lamont beat 
them on their own ground. He beat the 
Chairman of the School Board, and he 
ordered the school to be shut up. We 
have had the facts of the case put very 
clearly before us. It is, indeed, a miser- 
able, lamentable story, and the Lord 
Advocate’s answer is to my mind singu- 
larly insufficient to meet the facts of the 
case. The Lord Advocate seems to cast 
some aspersion on the finding of the jury, 
but Dr. Lamont was arrested on sixteen 
charges, one of which was withdrawn, 
and he was triumphantly acquitted by 
the jury of the rest, leaving the 
court without a _ stain on _ his 
character. I consider that instead of being 
abused, persecuted, and cast into prison, 
it would be far more to the purpose if he 
were brought to the Bar of the House 
and, like an illustrious general recently, 
had handed over to him a sum of public 
money to compensate him for his trials, 
his work, and his difficulties. Many of 
us feel very strongly that something 
should be done, not to reinstate Dr. La- 
mont, but to give him some practical and 
substantial consolation for his lacerated 
feelings, and also for the loss of money 
and the temporary loss of prestige which 
he incurred in consequence of one of the 
meanest and most despicable bits of perse- 
cution which it has ever been my lot to 
hear exposed in this House. 


| 
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Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 


Camlachie): I cannot understand how there 
can be any other solution of this question 
than the condemnation of the officials 
whom the Lord Advocate shelters under 
his wing. I heard what the hon. and 
gallant Admiral said about the admini- 
stration of the law in Scotland, and 
I am surprised to find that many 
other Members of this House are not 
as indignant as he is. It appears to 
me that the only course for a just, pru- 
dent, and careful Government to adopt in 
a case so monstrous and unjust as this is 
to punish the guilty officials. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I do 
not really know whether the hon. Gentle- 
man was in the House when I spoke. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS: No, I was 
not. 


*Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY : Then I 
think itisalmost a pity thatthe hon. Gentle- 
man expressed himself so strongly. I did 
not disguise from the Committee that I 
thought the conduct of the officials was 
wrong in ordering the arrest. Instruc- 
tions ought to have been taken from the 
Crown Office. However, after all is said 
and done I do not see anything wrong in 
this case except what I have put my 
finger upon ; and, as to that, to the best of 
my ability, I will take proceedings by con- 
veying censure. 

Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS : I was de- 
tainedon business of a public nature during 
the reply of the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman, and | regret I was not in the 
House, but I gather from what I heard 
of the Debate that those who were inte- 
rested in this case were not satisfied with 
what had been promised. I want, in thefirst 
place, compensation so far as it can be 
given to this gentleman who has been so 
hardly used, but I want also to prevent 
such a thing occurring again. Dr. Lamont 
was dismissed by the local authorities 
without any appeal to the Local Govern- 
ment Board in Edinburgh. Poor Law 
officers in Scotland are denied the right 
of appeal which is possessed by Poor Law 
officers in England under the Local 
Government Act of 1894. There is a 
right of appeal in respect of the duties 
and emoluments of Poor Law officials, but 
the effect of the administration of that 
appeal is that when the authorities in 
Edinburgh redress the grievances of a 
Poor Law officer in that respect the local 
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authorities dismiss him. I hope the 
Government will not take up an attitude 
on this question in which I cannot follow 
them. I hope the Government will not 
mistake my attitude, but I cannot follow 
them when they are wrong. A great 
amount of scandalous injustice has been 
done, and there should be a strong vindi- 
cation of any man who has been so un- 
justly used. 

Dr. CLARK: A very important point 
has been overlooked, namely, that a con- 
spiracy took place for the purpose of 
attempting to ruina man who tried to do 
his duty. We are going to determine to- 
night whether the Procurator Fiscal aided 
and abetted the conspiracy, or whether he 
acted ignorantly. What we want to get 
at is whether the Procurator Fiscal acted 
ignorantly or wilfully, and so far as the 
evidence goes, it seems to show that he 
acted as vindictively as the parish priest. 
What happened was this. A gentleman 
was appointed medical ofticer of health, 
and he found himself in antagonism with 
the body who appointed him. The Local 
Government Board in Scotland sent down 
an inspector, and the result of the inquiry 
made by him was that the men who 
had employed Dr. Lamont acted with 
meanness and cowardice, and that Dr. 
Lamont received from the Local Govern- 
ment Board a testimonial couched in 
more extravagantly eulogistie terms than 
were ever given to a Civil servant. Here 
is a case of a local body not doing its 
duty, and behaving in a contemptible man- 
ner, for which they were denounced by the 
Local Government Board. I agree with the 
hon. and gallant Admiral that the Scot- 
tish criminal law is of a very oppressive 
character unless it is well administered 
—it all depends on the administration. 
The letter of the law gives terrible power 
to the Procurator Fiscal, but that power 
is very seldom abused. It has been 
abused in this case, and abused wilfully, 
and though the Lord Advocate has not 
power to dismiss the Procurator Fiscal 
concerned, we shall be asked to vote that 
ofticial’s salary later, and I hope we will 
not do it. We have to determine whether 
this person acted ignorantly, and ought to 
be let off with a censure, or whether he 
aided and abetted in a conspiracy to 
erush Dr. Lamont. What happened ? 
The Roman Catholic clergyman was 
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Catholic, and is to a certain extent under | rant issued on 12th December, bringin 


the influence of the priest. I agree with 
the Lord Advocate that the magistrate | 


had no choice when he was applied to | 


but to grant a warrant, though, unfor- 
tunately, he was afterwards a witness in 
the case himself. What we want to 
arrive at is the motive which actuated him 
in the course he took. The English Local 
yovernment Board and the Scottish Local 
Government Board had a perfect right to 
lay down conditions under which they 
pay persons for public vaccination, and if 
an officer does not carry out those con- 
ditions it might be within the power of 
the Procurator Fiscal under Scotch Law to 
have considered that he was endeavouring 
to obtain money by false pretences ; but 
this was not a case of pauper patients 
paid for by the local authority ; the per- 
sons concerned were his own private 
patients. As a medical officer of health 
I have done similar things, and on similar 
principles it might have been said that I 
had been receiving money on false pre- 
tences. I have signed hundreds of death 
certificates without seeing the persons who 
were dead. I have signed certificates of suc- 
cessful vaccination, without seeing the 
children. In one case the child was in 
Scotland, and in another case the child 
was in Switzerland. These children could 
not be brought from Switzerland and 
from Scotland so that I might see them, 
but I was perfectly satisfied that the 
mothers honestly informed me that the 
children had been vaccinated. That is 
exactly what Dr. Lamont did when he 
was fighting this terrible epidemic of 
typhus fever. So far as Mr. Chisholm is 
concerned, I do not see that there was a 
shadow of a shade of evidence to justify 
his demand for a warrant. I think with 
the facts before us we ought to have 
some evidence that, in a matter of this 
kind, the Procurator Fiscal did not abuse 
the terrible powers placed in his hands. 
There was not the shadow of a shade of 
evidence against Dr. Lamont, and the 
judge and jury could have done nothing 
else than find a verdict of not guilty. It 
was monstrous, after the man was out 
on bail, and his address was known, to 
try and get him re-arrested. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : There 
were a great many new charges. At the 
first there were only five charges, but by 
this time there were about forty. 

Str CHARLES CAMERON: Might I 
ask whether there was not another war- 


Dr. Clark. 


all these things into a focus ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : There 
were three or four fresh sets of charges. 


Dr. CLARK: All that the priest did. 
The priest went to every child that had 
been vaccinated. I hold that this was a 
bogus prosecution. What we want to 
get at is, did the Procurator Fiscal act 
ignorantly or wilfully? The whole of 
the evidence seems to show that the 
Procurator Fiscal in the course he took 
acted as vindictively as the parish priest. 
The question is, cannot some compensa- 
tion be given to Dr. Lamont ; for if any- 
one deserves compensation he does, 
This is a case of the Crown prosecuting a 
gentleman for doing his work too well. 
Surely the cost to which Dr. Lamont was 
put ought to be voted by Parliament. I 
remember a sheriff who was tried, and 
found guilty, and this House voted his 
costs. Surely if that were done in the 
case of a guilty man, it should be done in 
the case of a man found innocent. There 
ought to be some further investigation as 
to whether the Procurator Fiscal was one 
of the parties to this malicious prosecu- 
tion, and if he was he should be dis- 
missed. I do not know whether there 
can be a prosecution against the priest 
and the other conspirators, but if possible 
it should be done, and full compensation 
granted to Dr. Lamont. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I never heard of this case until now, 
but I have listened to the discussion with 
great interest and attention. If I make 
any slip in stating the view I take, the 
House will forgive me, as I have not been 
able to go very carefully into the details. 
But as I understand the speeches which 
have been delivered, there has been great 
and most natural indignation at the treat- 
ment of this medical officer, who, on the 
authority of the Local Government Board, 
has not only done his duty, but has done 
it in an exceptionally able and satisfactory 
manner under circumstances of excep- 
tional difficulty and trial. Dr. Lamont 
was attacked at the instance of the local 
authorities whom he was serving. The 
Procurator Fiscal is alleged by the hon. 
Member for Caithness to have taken part 
in what he has described as a conspiracy. 


Dr. CLARK : I do not wish to go as 
far as that. I do not know that he did 








93" 


tak 
hat 
on 
fur 


\ 
tha 
per 
aut 
pov 
I tl 
pro 
ce: 
wit 





936 


vin 
here 


did. 
had 
iS a 
to 
act 
» of 
the 
ook 
lest. 
nsa- 
uny- 
oes, 
ga 
rell. 


was 


and 
his 
the 
>in 
ere 
1 as 
one 
Cue 
dis- 
ere 
lest 
ble 
ion 


LA- 





937 Supply 


take part in the conspiracy. He may 
have acted ignorantly. Whether he was 
one of the parties is, [ think, a ground for 
further inquiry. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The facts pre- 
sented to the hon. Gentleman at all 
events suggested to his mind that not 
only had the medical officer irritated 
the local authorities whom he was 
serving, by discharging his duties 
efficiently, but had also brought down on 
his head the animosity of the Procurator 
Fiscal, who may have abused the powers 
which the law of Scotland puts in his 
hand in an oppressive way against this 
distinguished officer. We have got to 
consider what the result of the vote of the 
Committee would be, and what it would 
indicate on the part of the Committee. 
My right hon. friend the Lord Advocate 
has been asked what course he would 
take, and he has told the Committee that 
he has looked into the case, and as far as 
his investigation shows the Procurator 
Fiscal has deserved censure. That censure 
will be given. he suggestion has been 
made that the Lord Advocate should not 
only censure the Procurator Fiscal, but 
dismiss him. But the Lord Advocate has 
no legal power whatever to do that. No 
blame attaches to my right hon. friend 
for not doing that which the law does not 
allow him to do. All that the law per- 
mits he has promised to do, and that, no 
doubt, he will do. Then we come to the 
local authorities, who, if the statements 
made are to be accepted, are the real 
authors of this tragedy, the persons on 
whose shoulders rests the responsibility 
of the persecution of this medical officer. 
Now, I understand that under the law of 
Scotland a medical officer has no redress 
against the arbitrary action of the local 
authorities. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
The mair’s the pity. 

Hon. MEMBERS: * Shame ! ” 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I regret that 
that should be the case, and although 
perhaps ninety-nine out of a hundred local 
authorities in Scotland would use the 
powers they possess with absolute equity, 
I think we ought to possess the power to 
protect medical officers whose duties must 
occasionally bring them into collision 
with, and subject them to the arbitrary 
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action of, those who are their employers’ 
and against whom it may be their duty 

at the same time, to proceed. But 

though that is the state of the law at the 
present time, I should like to say that no 
vote of this House in Committee of 
Supply can affect one way or another, 

directly or indirectly, the merits of the 
question. Therefore I venture to suggest 
that, so far as my right hon friend the 
Lord Advocate is concerned, it would 
not be proper for the House to express 
an opinion on the question by a Vote on 
his salary. There remains the questior 
whether any action could be taken against 
the local authorities, who, it appears from 
this discussion, are the real “ villains of 
the piece.” I have no means of ascertain- 
ing whether the charges bronght against 
them are true or not, but those hon. 
Members who have investigated the case 
appear to think that these charges are: 
true ; that the local authorities have been: 
misled by passion, prejudice, and per- 
sonal aversion, and that there was 
no foundation for that passion, pre- 
judice, and personal aversion. One 
thing at least is certain, and that. is 
that the medical officer has done all that 

man could do to earn the grateful thanks 
of the community he served. Again, 
however, my right hon. friend the Secre- 
tary for Scotland has no means of punish- 
ing the local authorities or even express 

ing in any official way his reprobation of 
their conduct. Of course, if it could be 
shown that, in the legal sense of the word, 
there has been any conspiracy against the 
medical officer, then it would be the duty 
of the public authority to take up the 
ease and prosecute the offenders. But 
as to the motives which animated the 
local authorities in the case, there is 
nothing before us or before my right hon. 
friend which would for a moment, how- 
ever well founded our suspicions may be, 

permit or justify in any legal or techni- 
cal sense the taking of legal or criminal 
proceedings against them. I think that 
both the local authorities and Dr. Lamont 
must feel after this Debate that the sense, 
at all events, of the Committee of the 
House of Commons is strongly in favour 
of the meclica! officer, and that the actiom 
taken against him is viewed with «fistrust, 
if not with something much stronger than 
distrust. Bat I think that the position 
of hon. Gentlemen who are interested its 
this Debate would not be strengthened. 
but weakened, by a vote against my right 


\ 
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hon. friend, who has done all that he | a very sympathetic speech from the First 
could do, or against the Secretary for | Lord of the Treasury, which we can only 
Scotland, who has, after all, done every-| understand to mean not only that the 
thing that can be done, and certainly has | Procurator Fiscal will be censured, but 





omitted to do nothing which it was in his 
power todo. Certainly an adverse vote 
could not do anything either to protect 
the medical profession generally or Dr. 
Lamont in particular from any evil con- 
sequences arising from the due, coura- 
geous, and disinterested exercise of their 
duty under circumstances of exceptional 
difficulty and great personal danger. 


Attention called to the fact that forty | 


Members were not present; House 


eouuted, and forty Members being found | 


present— 


Mr. McLEOD (Sutherlandshire): It 
seems to me that after the sympathetic 
attitude taken up by the Lord Advocate and 
the First Lord of the Treasury, we have 
reached a point when we might expect 
from the right hon. Gentleman a state- 
ment as to how he proposes to compensate 
Dr. Lamont for the undoubted wrong 
that has been done to him. All the cen- 
sure in the world might be showered upon 
the Procurator Fiscal, but this will do no 
good to Dr. Lamont. A case like this 
could hardly have arisen if the Crown 
Office had done its duty. 
further point with regard to Dr. Lamont. 
I know the amount of ground he had to 
cover in this district, and apart altogether 
from the epidemic, if Dr. Lamont had had 
to see every child after vaccination, he 
would not have been in his house one day 
in three. Another extraordinary thing 1s 
how Dr. Lamont came to be prosecuted at 
common law instead of under the Vaccina- 
tion Act. The reason for that was that the 
charge could be made more grave. I 
know all the persons concerned in this 
scandal except Dr. Lamont, and I 
must say I do not think they would 
be guilty of conspiracy, but it is a gross 
ease of mal-administration, and it 
seems to me that if the Scotch Office 
did its duty this could not have arisen. 
I hope the Committee will not allow this 
Vote to go until we have had a definite 
promise from the Lord Advocate that Dr. 
Lamont shall be at least compensated to 
the extent of the considerable cost to 
which he has been put. 


*Smr WALTER FOSTER : I hope this | 


discussion may now finish. We have had 


Mr. A, J. Balfour. 


| that, as far as it is possible, compensation 
will be made to Dr. Lamont for his out- 
| of-pocket expenses. I think that being 
'so that those who support the Amend- 
'ment have obtained all that they sought 
to gain. We have vindicated the cha- 
-racter of the gentleman with respect to 
whom the question has arisen and insured 
| compensation for him, and I think now 
my hon. friend might well withdraw his 
| Amendment. 

| *Mr. WEIR: There is one fact I should 
| like to bring under the notice of the Lord 
_Advocate. The right hon. Gentleman 
'made no observation in regard to the 
Hon. Sheriff Substitute. That gentleman 
| is the brother of the factor of the land- 
lord of the island. The best way to deal 
‘with the Procurator Fiscal would be to 
reduce his salary, and I hope my hon. 
friend will not withdraw his motion until 
we have a positive assurance that Dr. 
Lamont will be compensated and _ that 
the administration of the law in these 
remote parts of Scotland will be con- 
ducted with greater justice than it has 
been in the past. 


There is one | 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON: I am 
going to withdraw my motion, because 
the matter has been discussed in a pre- 
vious Vote, and we had a very sympa- 
thetic and satisfactory speech from the 
First Lord of the Treasury, who said the 
Procurator Fiscal should be reprimanded, 
and I think if any man can feel a repri- 
mand the Procurator Fiscal will feel he 
has received a severe reprimand by what 
| has taken place to-night. The jury who 
tried the case recommended that the 
/expenses that Dr. Lamont had been put 
to should be refunded, and, under all the 
circumstances, I think it would be most 
ungenerous for me to refuse to withdraw 
the motion. 


*Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I have 
the authority of the Leader of the House 
to say that he considered himself bound 
to look into the question of compen- 
sation. 


Motion by leave withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 
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{14 Juty 1899} 


*Mr. WEIR (who was inaudible in the { reduced to seven tons register. 
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But 


(Civil Service Estimates). 


Gallery) was understood to ask for some | ‘under the Board of Trade ‘regulations a 


information with regard to a sum of £550 | boat by 


aid to the Consulting Engineer of the | 
Scotch Office, and also “another item. The | 
hon. Gentleman said every piece of infor- 
mation asked for in this House is met 


with the stereotyped reply that it is | 


under consideration. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Gentleman asks as to the salary of 
the Consulting Engineer. I can only say 
that the gentleman is engaged in any 
engineering work that may be required, 


men of this kind so much an hour. We 
pay for the skilled training. With regard 
to the item under “ office,’ “that represents 
travelling expenses betw een the two 
offices of the Scotch Department—the 
London office and the Edinburgh office. 


*Mr. WEIR: I am not complaining 
about the ability of this engineer. It is 
because I have a high opinion of that 
gentleman that I wish to get his views in 
regard to the Harbour which the Com- 
mission appointed by the Conservative 
Government of 1890 recommended should 
be constructed at Portnaguran, Island of 
Lewis. I complain of the Scottish 
Office denying me that information. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Motion made, and Question proposed — 

“That a sum, not exceeding £16,169, be 
granted to Her Majesty to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the salaries 
and expenses of the F ishery Board in Scotland 
and for grants in aid of piers or quays.” 

Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, North) : I 
should like to call attention to the matter 
of beam trawling in the Clyde. The 
question arose in 1889, when the Fishery 
Board obtained power to make bye-laws 
to open any narrow waters in Scotland. 
Under those powers they issued a bye- 
law in 1889 throwing open the very part 
of the Clyde which ought to be closed— 
the part frequented by fish during the 
spawning season. Under the bye-laws of 
1889 small trawlers of eight tons gross 
were allowed to fish. I have seen the 
whole of the water covered by these so- 
called small trawlers. Many representa- 


a certain process, which I will 
not here explain, can reduce its tonnage, 
and the skippers of these boats being 
acquainted with these regulations have so 
reduced their tonnage and brought them 
under the bye-law. It is so obviously an 
attempt to evade the regulation that I 
feel compelled to call the right hon. 
Gentleman’s attention to it. I hope he 
will bring pressure to bear on the Fishery 
Board to still further reduce the size or 
in some other way to overcome what is a 


breach of the regulation. 
and I might further say we do not pay | 


Captain SINCLAIR : One justification 


' for bringing forward this controversy he- 


tween line and trawling fisheries has been 


| the work very recently published by Pro- 


tions have been made to the Fishery 
Board, and last year the bye-law was, 
amended and a regulation — issued 


under which the size of the boats was | 





fessor Mackintosh, but everyone must agree 

that the conclusions arrived at and the prin- 
ciples indicated therein are tentative and 
provisional. Knowledge is so incomplete 
and imperfect, and the subject-matter is so 
difficult, that it will be conceded on all 
sides that it is far too early to dogmatise 
in regard to the subject dealt with in that 
work. With regard to the closing of the 
Moray Firth, there are two grounds upon 
which it can be abundantly justified. In 
the first place there is the social necessity 
and advisability of endeavouring by regu- 
lation to adapt the interests between line 
and trawl fishing. There is room for 
both, and there is no necessity for conflict. 
We are justified on economic, social, and 
political grounds in assisting line fisher- 
men to earn a livelihood. There is a large 
population of 80,000 to 90,000 who de- 
pend upon this industry, and it is per- 
fectly ridiculous to say that any Depart- 
ment would be justified in taking any 
line which would seriously affect the 
ability of so large a portion of the popu- 
lation to earn their living. They are far 
too valuable a portion of the at ition, 
and it is not at all proved that they will 
not in the future play a very useful and 
desirable part, not only in providing food 
for the population, but also in doing their 
duty as citizens in the various responsi- 
bilities which may fall upon them. — It is 
very unfortunate that the pernicious 
influence of English trawling interests 
should upset the equilibrium in regard to 
the two classes which has obtained in 
Scotland. We are too often sacrificed to 
the interests of larger populations. I 
also base my support of the closing of the 
Moray Firth on the ground of scientific 
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research. Nothing can be more evident | 


than that if we want to have a greater 
detailed knowledge of the habits and life of 
fish it is necessary to take measures for 
observation and experiments and_ so 
forth. The real impulse which the move- 
ment to extend the three mile limit has 
got from what has been done in other 
countries comes from the fact that if 
we want further knowledge and oppor- 
tunity for information we must have 
enclosed areas for the purpose. I quite 
realise the difticulties, international and 
otherwise, in extending the three mile 
limit ; but when we see what has been 
done abroad it is a great pity the Govern- 
ment have taken the attitude they have. 
It is very important from many points of 
view that we should cultivate our own 


resources. We should also like a little 
more money to be spent on scientific 
research. On the question of Fishery 


Committees and the Fishery Board, our 
machinery in Scotland for cultivating our 
own resources is not as perfect as it 
might be. There has been some kind of 
confusion with regard to the desirability 
of imparting a representative character 
to those bodies. That confusion might 
very well be cleared up, and one step in 
that direction would be for the Govern- 
ment to see its way to take steps to 
enable these district fishery committees 
to be formed. In various parts of Scot- 
land there are voluntary associations 
which, with very little alteration, could 
practically become district fishery com- 
mittees. It is a great pity the Govern- 
ment has not taken steps to make use of 
that instrument for stimulating the in- 
terest of localities in the fisheries, as well 
as for cultivating a supply of shellfish, 
which are useful not only for bait, but 
also for food. As to the Fishery Board, 
I greatly doubt whether the effort to 
further extend its representative charac- 
ter is at all likely to be fraught with 
success. It seems to me to be a curious 
anomaly to endeavour to impart a repre- 
sentative character to an administrative 
Department. In the first place, the Board 
is a temporary one ; its members are 
appointed for a time; and the number 
of those members, as compared with the 
very large and varied fishing interests of 
Scotland, produces the result that, 
whereas at one time certain localities and 
certain interests are represented, during 


the succeeding term of administration | 
revert to the discussion which we had 


other interests and other localities are 
Captain J. Sinclair. 
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represented. My impression is that we 
should have a far more vigorous adminis- 
tration if the Fishery Board were made 
an executive department—a department 
under a permanent head, a department 
in the main a permanent branch of the 
Civil Service, aided by its local inspectors, 
who would have local knowledge and 
transmit local information with regard to 
different parts of the country—a depart- 
ment not depending for its decisions 
upon what must be a fluctuating majority, 
composed of the representatives of in- 
terests which must vary from time to 
time. I make no comment upon the 
admirable work which has been done by 
the Fishery Board, but I think the time 


has come when we ought to endow it with 


further power to enable it to be more 
active and energetic in its work. 

*Mr. WEIR: Upon several occasions I 
have asked for some information from 
the Lord Advocate as to the amount of 


|work done by the cruisers engaged in 


the protection of the Scotch fisheries 
against unlawful trawling. Last year a 
proposal to construct another cruiser 
remained in the hands of the Fishery 
Board for one and a half years, and I had 
to ask a great many questions before I 


was informed that tenders had_ been 
sent in. The coast needs _ better 


sea policing very badly indeed, for the 
trawlers are playing havoc with the line 
fishermen. It is a very serious matter, 
and I do think that the Fishery Board 
has not shown that energy which I 
think it ought to have done. When I 
asked about the holidays of the men on 
these cruisers, I was told that it was a 
matter for the commanders. I say that 


‘it is also a matter for the Members of 


this House and for the taxpayers, and we 
ought to know whether these cruisers 
are at work all the year or only 
half the year. I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will furnish us with this 
information, and thus obviate — the 


necessity for dealing with the vote 
on the Report stage. Then I 


find that the salaries of the commanders 
are not given. We ought to know 
what salaries are given to the commanders 
of these vessels. I challenge the right 
hon. Gentlemen to say that these cruisers 
are not used by members of the Fishery 
Board for pleasure cruises. 


Mr. BUCHANAN : I have no wish to 
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earlier in the evening, but like the hon. 
Member for Forfarshire, I heard with 
great satisfaction the answer of the Lord 
Advocate that there would be in future 
no alteration of the attitude which the 
Government have taken up in reference 
to the subject of the fisheries. I desire to 


{14 JuLy 1899} 


\ 


take up another subject which is con- ; 


nected with this Vote. The Estimate 
shows a decrease of £3,000, but I want to 
bring before the attention of the Com- 
mittee the fact that there is not a real 
decrease at all. I find that the item 
of £6,000 for marine superintendence 
has totally disappeared this year 
from the Vote. I think this is a matter 
with regard to which we have good reason 
tocomplain. Last year when the Local 
Taxation (Scotland) Act was brought 
forward the Lord Advocate told us that 
£12,000 was to be voted for marine 
superintendence, and he was asked if that 
was going to be taken at the expense of 
the Imperial Exchequer or out of the 
Fishery Board Vote. The Lord Advocate 
told us that it would not interfere 
with the Fishery Board Vote generally; in 
point of fact, he said that the only item 
which will come off is the cost of main- 
tenance for one cruiser. That is what he 
said on the 27th of June last year, and the 
statement was made twice on behalf of 
the responsible authorities in this House, 
and those were the conditions under 
which we were induced to accept the pro- 
posals of the Government, who had 
promised to vote £12,000 for the pur- 
poses of marine superintendence. We 
find this year that not only has the cost of 
maintaining the steamer “ Vigilant” dis- 
appeared altogether, but the whole item 
for marine superintendence has also dis- 
appeared. The amount for building the 
new cruiser is nearly £3,000, so that 
altogether nearly £10,000 has been struck 
out of the Vote this year, which has 
hitherto been borne by the Imperial Ex- 
chequer. During the Debates last year 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was pre- 
sent, and we pointed out to him that the 
Government ought not to relieve the 
Imperial Treasury out of Scotch money 
of a responsibility which they have 
hitherto borne. Until last year the Votes 
of the House from year to year bore the 
cost of marine superintendence, and _ last 
year out of the money which came in 
under the system of equivalent grants, 
and which was ear- marked, the 
Government gave us an_ increased 
amount for marine superintendence, and 
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we were willing to accept it providing it 
did not relieve the Imperial Treasury of 
the existing liabilities, and we were then 
assured that the existing liabilities had 
not been taken off the Estimates and put 
upon this grant. We understood that 
only the future liabilities would be put 
upon this Local Taxation Grant, but we 
now discover that it is not merely the 
future liabilities but also the existing and 
past liabilities that are to be put upon 
this grant. Therefore, I think Scotland 
has been treated very shabbily in this 
respect. 


*Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN : I 
think my hon. friend the Member for 
East Aberdeenshire has misunderstood 
the right hon. Gentleman’s reply. I did 
not understand the Lord Advocate to ex- 
press himself in the non possumus way 
that has been attributed to him. I have 
always thought that the Lord Advocate 
took a very sound view of the interests of 
the Scottish fishing industry, and I under- 
stood him to say that he intended to con- 
tinue the same policy in keeping the 
Moray Firth closed, and that the Scot- 
tish Office was using all its endeavours to 
forward that policy. I understood that 
that was the view which he took. At an 
early stage of the proceedings it was 
suggested that I had been hoodwinked by 
the Scottish Office in regard to this 
North Sea Conference, but I do 
not think that is the case. I am perfectly 
well informed as to the origin and history 
of the Stockholm Conference, and [ have 
had communications with those scientific 
gentlemen with whom that conference 
originated. It is perfectly true that this 
conference was originally suggested from a 
scientific point of view, but I am also aware 
that the British Government have always 
pressed upon that conference the import- 
ance of the practical side of the case. 
They took advantage of their opportunity, 
and I think they have certainly used 
their influence to bring this important 
question of regulations under the cog- 
nisance of the North Sea Powers. I 
quite admit that, considering the immense 
fishing interests of this country and the 
great diplomatic influence which we at 
present exercise, I think the Government 
might have taken the initiative rather 
than leave it to Powers who are far less 
interested in the matter than we are. I 
am convinced that a thoroughly good 
understanding on these questions obtained 
by negotiation would have given much 
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greater satisfaction in my constituency 
than diplomatic triumphs in the centre of 
Africa. Reference has been made to the 
book of Professor Mackintosh, but Ido not 
think it has been noticed that his conver- 


Supply 
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| 
| 
| 


sion to his present views has been a very | 
| placed upon them rates and taxes, so as 
| to allow as little as possible to the Fishery 


recent one, for only a short time ago 
he held contrary opinions. The remark- 
able proposal he made originally was 


i 


that the North Sea should be regularly | 
| £6,000 taken off under these conditions, 
,and had it not been fer the fact that we 


protected and divided into great blocks, 
and that all the fishing should be 


restricted to certain portions of those | 


blocks. That was a suggestion which 
recommended itself to the trawling | 
interests, for they agreed to refrain 


from fishing over a very large area of 
the sea, because they recognised that it 
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the last arrangement made by the Trea- 
sury was one under which almost the 


' entire cost of the Fishery Board officers is 


defrayed out of the brand fees. Not only 
did they place upon these fees the charge 
of the Fishery Board officials, but they 


Board for the valuable work which they 
have got to do. Here we have got 


have had a good summer the Fishery 
Board would have had practically nothing 
to spend during the ensuing year. For 


‘years the Treasury took the whole of 
| these fees, until a surplus of over £34,000 


| accumulated, 


does not pay them to kill the goose that | 
a single penny, and they act in the usual 


lays the golden eggs. We want some 
understanding that will afford fairplay to 
all the different interests concerned, and 
which will prevent the supply of fish 
being diminished in the future. I desire 
to add my testimony to the value of the 
scientific experiments which have been 
made by the Scotch Fishery Board. I 
see one of the proposals made is that they 
should have a properly equipped boat for 
scientific investigation. Everyone will 
admit that something of that kind is 
necessary, for at present a great deal of 
time is wasted, and experiments cannot 


-mean fashion. 


be carried out with the success which is | 
necessary to enable us to compete with 


other foreign countries. | 
even foreign countries recognise the good 


notice that | 


work done by the Scotch Fishery Board, | 


which is entitled to be provided with 
proper assistance and appliances so that 
their work may be properly carried out. 


Dr. CLARK : I agree with what my 
hon. friend has said regarding the dis- 
appearance of certain items in the Esti- 
mates this year. 
out which we used to have for marine 
superintendence, and now that will have 
to be found from our own money. I 
think it is very mean of the Treasury to 
do what they have done. I do not think 
the Treasury should do anything to 
reduce those Scotch charges, some of 
which have run from the time of the Act 
of Union, for when the Imperial Parlia- 
ment took these burdens upon _ its 
shoulders we took upon ourselves a large 
share of the National Debt. We are pay- 
ing all these increased burdens, and yet 
Sir William Wedderburn. 


There is £6,000 taken | 


| class 
| have been 


which the Treasury 
“collared,” and now they won't give us 


As Scotchmen we get the 
after “ saxpences,” 
but we get no_ chance at all 
as compared with the Treasury, 
When a change is being made the 
Treasury deduct £6,000 from us and 
pretend they are going to do something, 
but what they give with one hand they 
take away with the other. I hope the 
suggestion made hy the hon. Member for 
North Ayrshire that trawlers should be 
excluded from the Firth of Clyde 
as well as from the Moray Firth will be 
carried out, as it is a matter which very 
seriously affects fishermen. 


credit of looking 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: Iam 
very glad that the matter of Clyde trawl 
ing has been brought before the Com- 
mittee. Undoubtedly various complaints 
have been made locally as to the existence 
of trawling on the part of the coast within 
the limited area. My hon. friend is 
perfectly right in stating that the Fishery 
Board passed another bye-law, but un 
fortunately it seems to be the case 
that, by doing something in the way 
of re-decking and by adopting another 
of measurement, the trawlers 
able to evade the Fishery 
Board’s bye-law by reducing the boats 


from eight to seven tons, with the 
result that the practical object of the 


bye-law has not been achieved. Under 
these circumstances the Fishery Board wil 
have to consider whether it will not be 
necessary to pass another bye-law in order 
that the obvious purpose of the first bye 
law may be carried out, or whether they 
should not pass a bye-law doing away 
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with trawling altogether in this part. I 
am quite sure the board will be ready to 
ive their very serious consideration to 


this matter. I do not think there is really | 


very much for me to answer in the speech 
of the hon. Member for Forfarshire, and 
Ican only say to him and to the hon. 
Memberfor East Aberdeenshire that Ithink 
they have both misunderstood a phrase of 
mine. I did use the phrase that we 
should alter our attitude with regard to 
the Moray Firth fishing, but the last thing 
I meant to convey by that was that 
we did not mean to make any 
further efforts with regard to foreign 
Powers. What I meant was that we had 
no intention of giving in to those who 
asked why we did not agree to open the 
Moray Firth. My next sentence was that 
we would use every effort the law put 
into our hands to prevent that, and what 
I meant to convey was that we had no 
intention of going back on our policy. 
Then the hon. Member for Ross-shire asked 
me one or two questions, especially about 
a new cruiser. That is a matter which 
will have the consideration of the Board. 
He has also asked during the session a 
number of questions with regard to alter- 
ing the old cruisers. I can tell him that 
one result of his questions was that the 
alterations cost the Government £1,000 
more than they would have cost anyone 
else,and eventually we had to invite tenders 
without stating that it was the Government 
who were offering the contract at all. I 
am merely explaining to the hon. Member 
that questions are not always very good 
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things. I hope now hon. Members will 
allow this Vote to be taken. 


(Civil Service Estimates). 


*Mr. WEIR: The right hon. and learned 
Gentleman has omitted from his reply the 
question of the lease of the Clyde mussel 
beds. I should like to know why the 
Fishery Board took them over without 
investigating the title. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: It is 
not a question of the title not having been 
investigated, but the question, as I under- 
stand it, is the contention of various 
persons in the neighbourhood that they 
have a right to take mussels from these 
beds. They have been stopped, and liti- 
gation has ensued. So far as the title is 
concerned that is sufficient. 


*Mr. WEIR: With regard to the holi- 
days given on board the cruisers, it is not 
a matter of an hour, or a week, ora month, 
but of very considerable periods every 
year. The commanders are servants of 
the Fishery Board, and we are entitled to 


‘know whether the cruisers were at work 


or simply lying in harbour. We ought 
to know how the taxpayers’ money is ex- 
pended, and, as a protest, I beg to move 
the reduction of Item A by £100. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100.”—(Mr. Weir.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 18; 
Noes, 80. (Division List, No. 270.) 


AYES. 


Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Caldwell, James 

Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Dalziel, James Henry | 
Dewar, Arthur 

Doogan, P. C. 


M‘Leod, John 


Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
| Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | 
Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Ghee, Richard 


Moulton, John Fletcher 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh.} 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


tone 
| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
|} Mr. Weir and Dr. Clark. 


NOES. 


Anson, Sir William RKeynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manceh’r | 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hon.SirM. H.( Bris.) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 


Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A. E. | 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Crombie, John William 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8S. | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 


Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
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Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 


Lawrence,SirE.Durning-(Corn | 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lorne, Marquess of 
Macartney, W. G. E!lison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur,Charles( Liverpool 
M‘Crae, George 

Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Morgan,Hn. Fred(Monm’thsh. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Purvis, Robert 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
itechie, Rt. Hn.Chas.Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanlev, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Rt HnJG(Oxf'd Univ.) 
Thorburn, Walter 

Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
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Valentia, Viscount 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Joseph P. (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B Stuart- 
Wrighton, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander( Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NogEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.): 
I cannot allow this Vote to pass without 
moving a reduction in respect of the sum 
taken from Scotland under it. Iam glad 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer is here. 
The position is this, that he has given on 
the Scottish Vote £10,000 a year less out 


the Imperial funds than last year. I) 


protest against that. This is not an 
isolated case, as the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer knows. For Highland works 
we used to get £20,000 a year, and now 
it is reduced to £10,000, at the very 
time when you are adding to the Vote to 
Ireland for agriculture and 
education £75,000, and £25,000 under 


the Congested District Board Bill, which | 


has just been introduced. I protest that 
while the Government is taking £10,000 
from Scotland they are pouring by the 


two Bills before the House £100,000 


technical | 
| just made. 


into Ireland in addition to what they | 
‘under the Act of Parliament the Local 


gave Ireland last year. I move the re- 
duction of the Vote by £200. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £15,969, be 


granted for the said Service °"—(VWr. Caldwell.) 


*THeE CHANCELLOR or THE EX. 
CHEQUER (Sir M. _ Hicks-Beacu, | 


Bristol, W.): The patriotic indignation of 
the hon. Member is admirable ; but it is 
absolutely without cause. 
trary he ought to be extremely grateful 


On the con- | 


for the benefits which Scotland has derived | 


from the Imperial Exchequer in the past. 


The fact is that Scotland has been favoured | 


for some years with considerable sums at 
the cost of the Imperial Exchequer, for 


doing work which in England falls upon | 


the local rates, in providing police for the 


fisheries on the coast, and matters of that | 


That is so obviously unfair, that 


kind. 


| to be given. 


an equivalent grant to Scotland 
out of the Imperia! Exchequer, 
this particular need of Scotland 


for the protection of the fisheries, which 
in England is borne at the expense of the 
ratepayers, seemed a very proper thing 
to be borne out of the Scottish grant, 
The charge has been transferred to that 
grant ; and there it will remain as long as 
I am Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: A more unfounded 
statement I think I never heard from a 
person in the position of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer than that which he has 
The might hon. Gentleman 
says that the protection of the fisheries 
in England is paid for out of local rates. 
Now the only case in which English rates 
are used for this duty is the case of the 
Fishery Committee of the Lancashire 
County Council. There is no doubt that 


Fisheries Committees in England can 
spend out of the rates for superintendence; 
but in only one case have they exercised 
the authority, and that is in the case of 
the Fisheries Committee of the Lancashire 
County Council. As a matter of fact the 
duties of police marine superintendence 
along the whole English coast are dis 
charged by the Admiralty. At Penzance 
just now there is a gunboat permanently 
stationed to prevent a renewed outbreak 
of riots which took place there some time 
ago among the fishermen. We in Scotland 
have never got the support from the Admi- 
ralty that England has got. Last year when 
this new legislation was introduced, an 
understanding was arrived at that all 
future increased expenditure would be 
borne out of the £15,000 grant, and that 
the amount hitherto paid out of the 
Imperial Exchequer would be continued 
From that understanding, 


when it was necessary, last vear, to make | the Government have departed, and I 
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support my _ hon. | 
friend in making his protest against the | 
exceedingly shabby treatment of the- 
Government and the unfair statement of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Supply 


Dr. CLARK: This is a very extra- 
ordinary line taken by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. Until now the policing 
of the sea has been the work of the Admi- 
ralty. There has always been on this 
Vote £100 to be paid, in addition to their 
salaries, to the captains of these naval 
cruisers, in order that here, in the House 
of Commons, we should have a voice in 





954 


Y 1899} (Civil Service Estimates). 


ing the men in time of peace, the duties 
they would have to discharge in time of 
war on board torpedo-catchers. They 
have to detect poaching trawlers 
at night. I protest against the 
taunts of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, who is always willing to give 
to Ireland as much as she requires. The 
Irish Members know very well hcw to 
“work the oracle.” I only wish we 
Scottish Members knew how to do it as 
well as they. I hope my hon. friend will 
go to a Division, and I know all the 
Scottish Members will support him. 





their conduct in 


reference to fishery 


matters. Four or five years ago I pointed 


out that the work which these cruisers 
did was the best possible manner of teach- 


Asher, Alexander 

Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh. 
Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dewar, Arthur 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douylas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Jaird, JohnGeorge Alexander 
salfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M.H.-(Bris.) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- 


Noes, 72. 


AYES. 


Ferguson, R.C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herb. Jno. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Crae, George 


NOES. 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Kemp, George 
Lawrence, SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Liverpool 
Lorne, Marquess of 
Macartney, W. G. EV ison 
Macdona, John Cumin s 
Maclver, David (Liverp9ol) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Morgan, Hn.Fred(Monn’thsh. 


Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford | 


Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 


| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 

Yentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 26 ; 
(Division List, No. 271.) 


Question put. 
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M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Leod, John 

Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Caldwell 
Buchanan. 


AYES— 
and Mr. 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Russell, T.W. (Tyrone) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Staniey, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox’d. Uny. 
Thorburn, Walter 

Tomlinson, Wm. E, Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Weiby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C, B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoErs— 
Sir William Walrond ard 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Mr. McLEOD: While I entirely agree 
with what has been said as to the ex- 
ceedingly shabby treatment which the 
Fishery Board has received at the hands 
of the Treasury, I wish to call the atten- 


| tion of the Committee to the salary of 
'the Inspector of Salmon Fisheries, who 
| receives £600 a year, while the Scientific 
| Superintendent, who has to provide us 
_with the data on which to found a 


\ 
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judgment as between the claims of the | 


line fishermen and the trawlers, receives 
only £350 a year. It is not so much 


that’ there is this disparity between the | 


two salaries that I object, but that the 
whole time of the Inspector of Salmon 
Fisheries is devoted, not to the purpose 
of serving the fishing community at 
large, or of assisting the Fishery 
Board in regard to the catch of fish which 
is open to all comers, but rather to the 
obtaining of data upon which the private 
proprietors of fisheries can increase their 
revenues. The Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer is exceedingly anxious to pare down 
the Scottish Estimates to the last particle, 
and the officials of the Scottish Office 


seem to be incapable of resisting his | 


attempts ; but I can assure the right hon. 
Gentleman that he will not carry popular 
sympathy with him. No doubt the gen- 
tleman who occupies the post of Inspector 
of Salmon Fisheries is a most admirable 
person, and discharges his duties in a 
proper fashion, and earns his salary ; but 
I do think that his salary ought to be 
charged against the private persons who 
obtain the benefit of his services, rather 
than upon the public funds of Scotland. 
Not satisfied with the ordinary form of 
the Blue Book to which we are accus- 
tomed, this gentleman’s Report was, if you 
please, printed on special plate-paper for 
the benefit of private salmon fishery pro- 
prietors. I should be obliged to the 
right hon. Gentleman in charge of this 
Vote if he could suggest a method by 
which the Salmon Fishery Inspector's 
salary should be removed from the Esti- 
mates, and the salary paid by those who 
benefit from his services. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
gentleman who is Inspector of the Salmon 
Fisheries in Scotland is, I suppose, the 
greatest authority in his profession ever 
found in Scotland. His special know- 


ledge of everything connected with fish- | 


ing lore is notorious, and the hon. Baronet 
the Member for Wigtonshire said of a Re- 
port of the Inspector on the life history of 


{COMMONS} 


(Civil Service Estimates). 
Where 


956 


AN 
they ? 


HON. MEMBER: are 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : They 
are all round the coast; and the Crown 
gets a great deal of money out of them, 
Does the hon. Member think that there 
are two kinds of salmon—one which may 
be taken in sport, and the other which 


may be taken in nets? Why, the 
value of the net fishing in  Scot- 
land is a great deal more than 


that of the rod fishing; and the net 
fishing means the employment of a large 
industrial population. Scotland would 
suffer very much by the loss of her 
salmon fisheries, and it is only by careful 
scientific investigation that these fisheries 
_can be properly kept up. I maintain that 
this salary is a most legitimate charge to 
put upon the Estimates. 


Mr. McLEOD : [am exceedingly sorry 
that the Lord Advocate did not accept 
with some degree of sympathy the view 
I have expressed on this particular item 
on the Estimates. Last year I was per- 
fectly willing to accept his statement that 
the Crown fisheries were sufficiently large 
to justify this charge. But I find that 
these are comparatively immaterial com- 
pared with the private fisheries. It must 
be within the cognisance of the right 
hon. Gentleman that all round the 
coast, wherever the salmon _ fishery 
proprietors can get a sovereign 
more by letting their waters for 
rod fishing than for net fishing, they do 
so. It seems to me there is not a single 
item in any other Estimate where there is 
so slight a justification for the voting of 
'a considerable sum of money for the 
small Imperial service that is given. I 
feel so strongly on this matter that I beg 
to move the reduction of this Vote by the 
amount of the salary of the Inspector of 
Salmon Fisheries. 


| It being Midnight, the Chairman left 
|the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


the salmon, that it was one of the greatest | 


contributions to our knowledge of that fish 
he had seen for many years. The hon. 
Member for Sutherlandshire is really being 
carried away by his ideas of private pro- 


perty. 


one of her greatest industries, and those 
that belong to the Crown—— 


Mr. McLeod. 





The salmon fishery in Scotland is | 


Resolution to be reported upon Mon- 
|day next; Committee report Progress ; 
| to sit again upon Monday next. 
| 


House adjourned at ten minutes after 


| Twelve of the clock, till 


Monday next. 
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Ceylon Waste 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 17th July 1899. 


SAT FIRST. 
The EARL oF LINDSEY-—Sat first in 
Parliament after the death of his father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 

POWERS) BILL. 
Report of Her Majsty’s Attorney- 

General, received, and ordered to lie on 

the Table. 

CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL. 
Committee to meet on Thursday next. 
BRIGHTON MARINE PALACE AND 

PIER BULL [1.1.1]. 
GLASGOW CORPORATION (GAS AND 
WATER) BILL [u.1.]. 

Commons Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
MILLWALL DOCK BILL. 
Read 34, and passed. 

REDDITCH GAS BILL. 
BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and 

passed, and returned to the Commons. 

BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) PROVI- 

SIONAL ORDER BILL. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


LOCAL Z 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons. 
AYR BURGH BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 
SOUTH - EASTERN 


CHATHAM, AND 
COMPANTES BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to, with Amend- 
ments, 


AND LONDON, 
DOVER RAILWAY 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) PRO- | 
VISIONAL ORDER BILL (No. 167). 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL (No. 168). 
Read 1¢; to be printed; and referred 
to the Examiners. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL, 
ORDER (No. 20) BILL. 
Committed ; the Committee to 


be | 


proposed by the Committee of Selection. | 


VOL. LXXIV. 


[FourTH SERIES. ] 
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PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 


Order) ; an Amendment made ; Standing 


| Committee negatived ; the Report of the 


Amendment to be received To-morrow. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL 
No. 2318. 
year 1898. 


SERIES. 
Trade of Shanghai, for the 


RAILWAY RETURNS. 

Return as to the capital, traffic, receipts, 
and working expenditure, &c., of the 
railway companies of the United King- 
dom, for the year 1898; presented (by 
Command), and ordered to lie upon the 


Table. 


COURT OF PROBATE DIVISION (HIGH 
COURT OF JUSTICE) (IRELAND). 
Annual accounts of receipts and dis- 

bursements for the year ended 31st 

December, 1898; laid before — the 

House (pursuant to Act), and orde. ed 

to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 
POOR LAW ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 
Pw 
Petition for amendment of; of the 


Guardians of the Poor of Plymouth ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 
CEYLON WASTE LANDS ORDINANCE. 
*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
My Lords, I rise to call the attention of 
the House to the necessity of an inde- 
pendent inquiry into the working of the 
Ceylon Waste Lands Ordinance, and to | 


‘the injustice caused by the reliance of 


the Government on the er parte state- 


/ ments made by its officials on the subject, 


and by the action of those officials. I 
am glad to see the noble Lord who 
was formerly Governor of Ceylon (Lord 


Stanmore) in his place to-night, and I 


would appeal to him to give to your 
Lordships his experience with regard to 
the Waste Lands Ordinance, and upon 
any other points that may be raised in 


2L 
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the discussion. Since this question was 
last before the House it has made pro- 
gress, and I find in Truth that Mr. 
Chamberlain has made some concessions. 
That journal says : 

“ After all, the appeals to Mr. Chamberlain 
against the Ceylon Waste Lands Ordinances 
have not been entirely fruitless. I understand 
that he has now decided not to sanction the 
obnoxious clauses in the amending Ordinance, 
a measure which, among other things, proposed 
to make valid all proceedings under the 
original Ordinance which the High Court at 
Colombo had pronounced to be invalid. It 
appears that instead of all past irregularities 
in regard to notices being condoned by the 
amending Ordinance, this condonation will be 
confined to those cases in which the claimants 
have appeared and agreements have been 
arrived at. No exception can fairly be taken 
to this arrangement, provided the claimants 
have entered into the agreements without 
being subjected to any sort of pressure from 
the representatives of the Crown. Another 
alteration in the amending Ordinance is to the 
effect that the publication in the Gazette 
notice, instead of heing ‘conclusive proof’ that 
all the preliminary steps have been taken in a 
case, is only to be ‘primd facie evidence’ of 
the fact. 

‘“Mr. Chamberlain is to be congratulated on 
having made those concessions, which, in view 
of the attitude he has hitherto adopted, were 
as unexpected as they are welcome. It is 
necessary to point out, however, that the grave 
injustice of the Ordinance of 1897 remains 
unaltered.” 

The following are the unfair provisions 
of the Ordinance of 1897, which require 
either withdrawal or an _ independent 
inquiry: (1) The presumption that all 
land that has not been in continuous cul- 
tivation for five years next before the 
issue of notice is the property of the 
Crown. This over-rides several decisions 
of the Supreme Court to the contrary. 
(2) The presumption that all “chena” 
land, that is, land that can only be culti- 
vated at intervals of from five to seven 
years, is the property of the Crown. (3) 
That the actual occupation of a portion of 
a land is not to constitute a presumption 
of private ownership to the remainder of 
that land. This overrides other deci- 
sions of the Supreme Court to the con- 
trary. (4) Making the owner in possession 
the plaintiff in the action, and the Crown 
the defendant, thus reversing the maxim 
that possession is nine points of the law. 
(5) Making the revenue officer who sets 
the claim of the Crown in motion the 
judge of that claim. His advance in the 
service depends upon the revenue he can 
collect, and “land sales ” are a very im- 
portant item in it. No man should be a 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 
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| judge in his own cause. (6) Preventing 
| the owner in possession from using or sell- 
| ing the land, or exercising any rights of 
| ownership over it, until, after ruinous ex- 
| pense and perhaps years of litigation, it 
| isdeclared “not to be the property of the 
| Crown.” This is adeliberate violationof one 
| of the fundamental principles of justice— 
| i.e., the absolute right of everyone to the 
free use, enjoyment, and control of his 
|property. (7) Making the wrong-doers, 
ie. the executive, the judges of what 
/compensation should be paid for this, 
(8) Barring an absentee owner from pre- 
ferring a claim for compensation because 
| of unjust sale of his land by the Crown, 
|or because of an unjust declaration that 
‘the land is Crown property, or for the 
recovery of his property—after the lapse 
of ten months. Under this Ordinance, 
therefore, the subject cannot plead 
prescription against the Crown under 
thirty years, while the Crown asserts 
prescription against the subject in one 
year. (9) Limiting compensation where 
the land has been unjustly sold by the 
Crown to what the land realised at the 
sale. When the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies took office, he said that they 
were like estates which required improve- 
ment. This maxim would be a very good 
one, but it pre-supposes that the Secre- 
tary of State had some knowledge of 
‘the management of an estate, and of 
the traditions under which they are 
managed. The Secretary of State 
appears to have been very imperfectly, not 
to say inaccurately, informed, and to have 
refused to listen to any information 
which did not come from Colonial 
officials. Various and _ contradictory 
statements have been made as to the 
origin of the Waste Lands Ordinance in 
| Parliament. It has been said that the 
| Governor did not originate it, but that it 
| was due to the Secretary of State. It has 
; been said that it was framed to check a 
land speculator, and that the Ceylon 
'Government was acting with great 
liberality. Both these jstatements are 
disproved by figures taken from the 
| Gazette. I extract the following return 
‘of work done under the Waste Lands 
| Ordinance of Ceylon from the Government 
Gazette up to April 20, 1899, namely: 
_Number of notices, 278 ; number of lots 
‘in notices, 853; extent of land noticed, 
| 158,849 acres; extent allowed to claim- 
ants on payment of upset prices, 350 
| acres ; extent allowed to claimants with- 
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out payment, 330 acres ; balance of claims | went the length of comparing the Government 
| 


rejected by Revenue officers, 158,156 | to a highway robber in this respect, which 
ae : ~o’o4q | remark was resented by His Excellency the 
acres. That 1s tO say, that out of 158,849 | Governor, who presided on the occasion.” 
acres claimed and noticed by the Govern- | The «: ie Ta 
ment, only 330 acres were allowed to the | - ‘ . pepe Pagel a 8 a8 — xiv an 
tee Se eee ee the Shonen * f State ait acen cae 
being liberal. Compare this with the Inti cA by th Chil ‘3 Aisceieatia 
extent allowed to the Temples in 1858 to" a Te of Pes ‘ k t “etal ve 
1865, when the “Temple lands” claims | °” on easier. sani sand 
were being investigated. Here the _ “That the statement of the Secretary of 
3388 F : ‘ e j State for the Colonies in the House of 
Government allowed — 162,935 _acres Commons, on the 20th March last, to the effect 
out of 388,136 acres—ie., 42 per | that the | princi le of Land Ordinances of 
cent. then, as against one-fifth of | Ceylon is regarded with satisfaction by the 
1 per cent. now. The Temple authori- vast ee of the — has no —s 
dn wore wealthy and influential; the and,thi Awociation i of pinion, that the 
claimants now are mostly poor, helpless, ignorance of facts, and under misinformation, 
and ignorant villagers. When the the trath being that the said Ordinances are 
Governor informs the Colonial Office that er ppter aceon ——— 
107 claims were “amicably settled ” he has OPPressive ane’ ex Pict, etsretig 
included in the 107 the lots declared to Gause of the greatest: dissatisfaction with the 
be Crown in the absence of claims ; that Government from the earliest times.” 
is, where the owners were too frightened Jt has been stated that legislation was 
to claim, One of the objects of the necessary to protect the forests of Ceylon, 
recent Waste Lands Ordinances has been and this was a justification for the 
to raise money for carrying out the Ordinance. As a matter of fact, the 
Northern Railway. This will prevent the Ordinance is being enforced with regard 
much required reduction of rates on to village “cheena” land, which is by no 
the existing lines, and will be contrary means Eevenk laud. “With regard to that 
to the principle laid down by Sir portion of my question which refers to the 
William Gregory, that the revenue of injustice caused by the reliance of the 
existing railways should not be applied Government on the ex parte statements 
to deficits on extensions. In this way. made by its officials on the subject, I 
the partially cultivated districts will have : would refer to one gentleman in whom 
their progress retarded for the sake of the (Colonial Office reposes great 
the northern province, where there isnow confidence. There is no fault Page Ve 
little or no cultivation or population, or found with him except that he is a 
prospect of applications for land. It is Revenue Officer, and that he writes bad 
as though a landowner anywhere in English. I have seen a letter of his 
England but in the Fens, intending to which contains an admission. He com- 
make some main drainage, were to ask all mences by saying : 
his tenants, those on the uplands as well =, Mis LO ee ea pee eT 
as those in the valley, who alone would ee ae ee 
profit by the main drain, to pay an in- 
creased rent. It has also been stated, on 
hehalf of the Ceylon Government, and by 
the Governor himself, as quoted by the 
Under Secretary, that no one in the 
Colony objected to the proposed legisla- 


“Cheenaing,” by the way, is neither 
English nor Singalese grammar ; what he 
means is the time when people were 
allowed to cultivate “cheena” lands, and 
he says that at that time hy ad were not 
, . . . | interfered with. This gentleman uses the 
April a og organ of Jaffna, word bond fide six or eight times in the 
“Mr i bleititie defence of the Waste | Curse of his letter, always with a different 
Lands Ordinance seems to us to be plausible, | ™@m1ng. If I were to say I wish we had 
and based on incorrect information. His a ond fide Secretary of State for the 
assumption that the unofficial members of the Colonies, I should only mean one who 
ge = met ~— Pa ae yg sg = devoted his whole time to Colonial busi- 
ti given satistacti 0 vas 7 jalis 
majority ty nation poms: AP oe this ness, and not half of it to socialist 
Colony, is not founded on fact. We have not schemes, but it might be taken other- 
the Hansard before us, but we perfectly wise. Mr. Correa made a speech to 
remember that at the time the Ordinance was the Chilaw Association lasting an hour 


introduced, it met with much strenuous 
opposition "from the unofficial members. The and a half, and the other members all 


then Tamil Member, Mr. Coomara Swamy, | spoke against him. With regard to the 
2L2 
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Governor himself, who I said was not to 
be relied upon as a perfectly safe witness, 
the noble Earl the Under-Secretary, 
on March 24th, expressed his regret 
that I should have thought fit to imply 
censure on a Governor who had done so 
much to earn the gratitude of his 
Sovereign and his country. I am per- 
fectly ready to accept the noble Lord’s 
censure with all humility if he can 
answer one question which I shall put to 
him. Mr.Gladstone removed Colonel West 
Ridgway from the position of Chief 
Secretary in Dublin on the ground that 
he was too harsh. The noble Earl is in 
this dilemma ; he must either say that Mr. 
Gladstone and his Government removed 
Colonel West Ridgway without sufficient 
justification, in which case he would 
challenge the late Government, or he must 
admit that he was justly removed. In 
that case, I want to know why the Secre- 
tary of State appointed a harsh Governor 
to Ceylon ? Ido not wish to stand between 
Lord Stanmore and your Lordships at any 
further length, and I would appeal to 
Lord Stanmore to say what he intended 
to have said on a previous occasion when 
he was prevented from being present 
through illness. Your Lordships will hear 
from him acalm and judicial speech. I 
conclude with a formal motion for Papers 
in case I wish to reply. 


*Lorp STANMORE: My Lords, so far 
as I could gather from the speech of the 
noble Lord who has just spoken, of 
which, | confess, I heard but very little, 
he has appealed to me for some confirma- 
tion of the statements he has made. I 
am very reluctant, my Lords, to enter 
on this matter at all. There are obvious 
reasons why I should shrink from discuss- 
ing or appearing to criticise the action of 
the Government of Ceylon; and before I 
say a word more I must be allowed to 
express my entire dissent from what the 


noble Lord has said, so far as I could hear , 


him on this occasion, and from what I 
know him to have said on other occasions 
in this House with regard to the present 
Governor of Ceylon. The present Gover- 
nor is, I am sure, animated by the highest 
motives in bringing forward the Bill which 
1s the subject of discussion. Benevolence 
of feeling towards the native races is not 
the monopoly of my noble friend ; it is, I 
am sure, shared by Sir West Ridg- 
way. I beg to repudiate any com- 
pliment which the noble Lord may pay 
Lord Stanley of Alderley. 
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to me at the expense of my successor, and 
I beg to dissociate myself with any 
attempt to cast reflection on the action of 
Sir West Ridgway. Having said that 
my Lords, I am bound to confess that the 
Ordinance in question does not appear 
to me to be altogether free from objec- 
tion. There can be no question as to the 
motives with which this Ordinance was 
brought in, or as to the existence of an 
evil which, I believe, it will cure. But 
we all know the old fable of the bear who 
killed a fly on his master’s head and broke 
his skull in doing it, and it appears to me 
that this Ordinance is a benefit of much 
the same nature. While I think it 
will effect the object for which it was 
brought in, it will do injury to interests 
which it was never meant to in- 


jure. I am not going to trouble the 
House with wearisome details. The 


broad principle of this Ordinance is that 
all waste lands—and in that term is in- 
cluded a great deal of what would not 
ordinarily be regarded as waste lands— 
belong to the Crown, and the burden of 
proof that they do not is thrown upon the 
owner or guasi-owner. That, in itself, is, of 
course, a position contrary to that usually 
assumed with regard to disputes as to 
the possession of land. It has 
been said in various quarters that this 
Ordinance only repeats and confirms the 
provisions of an Ordinance passed in the 
year 1840, which contained the same pre- 
sumption—that the Crown owned all land 
that could not be proved to be not the 
Crown’s. The mistake into which I think 
the Colonial Office and my noble friend 


the Under Secretary of State have 
fallen is a very natural one indeed, 
but it is, nevertheless, a mistake. They 


have compared the language of the two 
Ordinances. They see the same words 
in them, apparently giving the same 
presumption to the Crown, and they 
say that as the words are the same 
they must have the same meaning, and 
that this Ordinance, therefore, only re- 
enacts what has been enacted before. It has 
been said in this House that it was simply 
a question of procedure—that a new 
tribunal was created, but the law re- 
mained the same. The mistake made 
arises from the fact that my noble friend 
and others who have looked into the 
matter have not observed what is indeed 
not obvious on the face of it—namely, 
that the law of 1840 must be 
jread in the light of the judicial 
‘interpretations which have been given to 
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it by the Supreme Court of Ceylon from ; before 


time to time during the last sixty years. 
Now, the Supreme Court of Ceylon, 
adopting a course which has often been 


{17 Juty 1899} 


taken when Ordinances or laws are of an | 


unusually harsh character, have drawn the 
teeth and clipped the claws of the Ordi- 
nance of 1840. They have decided that its 
terms only applied to land which had never 
been occupied or used for purposes of cul- 
tivation within the reasonable limits of 
time of which ordinary evidence could be 
obtained. That modification of the old 
Ordinance is swept away by the new 
Ordinance. Again, the Supreme Court 
laid it down that the active occupancy of 
part of any known or defined plot of land 
carried presumption of the occupancy or 
possession of the whole. The new Ordi- 
nance says expressly that it shall not 
doso. In addition to that, the Ordinance of 
1840 is very materially strengthened and 
reinforced by other provisions of the Ordi- 
nance of 1897. That this is the case wili 
be visible from the very frank admission 
of one of the strongest advocates of the 
Ordinance. I refer to Mr. R. W. Ievers 
(Government Agent, Northern Province) 
who, in the Memorandum which he drew 
up advocating the new Ordinance, said 
that it was not a re-enactment of an 
old law, but something new and much 
stronger. He said: 


“Tt must also be admitted that the Ordi- . 


nance No. 12 of 1840, intituled ‘To prevent 
encroachments upon Crown Lands,’ has not 
succeeded in fulfilling the provision stated in 
the preamble, which is as follows: - ‘That 
divers persons without any probable claim or 
pretence of title have taken possession of lands 
in this Colony belonging to Her Majesty, and 
it is necessary that provision be made for the 
prevention of such encroachments.’ Owing to 
its unfortunate wording the Ordinance has 
been nullified by the construction placed on it 
by the Courts. It has been vitiated by the 
words ‘ without probable claim or pretence of 
title, for the Supreme Court has so whittled 
down the effect of the presumptions in favour 
of the Crown that the position of the Crown 
and claimant are now exactly the reverse of 
what was contemplated in 1840.” 


This appears on page 47 of the Corre- 
spondence Relating to Recent Land 
Legislation in Ceylon. The words “ pro- 
bable claim or pretence of title” do not | 
appear in the new Ordinance, and their | 
omission at once constitutes a very real and | 
important difference in the two laws and | 
greatly enlarges the number of those to) 
whom its provisions apply. There is also 
a very distinct statement on another page 
that the effect of this new Ordinance is 
not merely to re-enact what was the law | 
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what the Supreme Court has laid 
down to be the meaning of the Ordinance 
of 1840--but to enact that which the 
Government of Ceylon thinks was in- 
tended to be enacted by the Ordinance of 
1840, but which the Supreme Court says, 
and has for years and years said, that 
Ordinance does not enact. Both I 
and my distinguished predecessor, Sir 
William Gregory, disliked the Ordi- 
nance of 1840, and the reason why we 
did not seek to modify it was that we 
thought the judicial decisions of the 
Courts had sufficiently toned it down to 
prevent it doing any harm. I am afraid 
that any speech on such a subject as this 
must weary the House, however short it 
may be. I will, therefore, not go into all the 
details which might be urged as objections 
to the Bill, but there are two main points 
which I should like to mention, and to 
which I will confine myself. I fear the 
Bill may injure two classes—the small 
village proprietors and the owners of very 
large estates. I will very shortly say why. 
We are told that there is no such thing 
as communal property inCeylon. Although 
in a technical legal sense that is true, and 
small owners have no communal possession 
in waste lands, yet from time immemorial 


Lands Ordinance. 





_ they have exercised certain rights without 


which small cultivators in villages could 


| not carry on theirindustry. Everybody is 


supposed to have an individual estate and 
interest, but you find that many inha- 
bitants of villages have purely nominal 
individual holdings; sometimes something 
like the seventy-second undivided share of 
the fourth part of a quarter of an acre. 
What is that other than an elaborate and 
clumsy way of saying the plot of land is 
communal property ? Sometimes the divi- 
sion takes another form, such as an indi- 
vidual right to cultivate a field for a par- 
ticular time. I was only this morning 
looking through an old journal of mine, in 
which I found that in one village in the 
Vavonia district, in 1887, there were at 
least sixteen persons who had in regard to 
one plot of land the right to cultivate it 
once in ninety-six years. That, again, is 
only another way of saying it is communal 
land. Practically, these village communities 
have exercised in the forests in the imme- 
diate neighbourhood of the villages certain 
rights which I need not particularly enu- 
merate, such as the right to pasture, right 
to cut fuel and sticks for fences, the right 
to cut timber for houses, to make use of 
water springs, &. ; but if this Ordinance 
is strictly enforced all these people will be, 
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as indeed to a great extent they have been 
for some time past, exercising such rights 
entirely at the pleasure and goodwill of the 
Crown. I shall be told that it is not the 
intention of the local Government to do in- 
justice. I fully believe it, but I cannot 
think it is a wise act on the part of the 
Colonial Legislature to confer powers capa- 
ble of grave abuse, simply because those tv 
whom their exercise would at the present 
moment be entrusted are not likely to 
abuse them. Generally speaking, and 
certainly under the present officials, 
there will be a disposition to do all that is 


fair and just, but you are giving a power : 


to do much that is unjust, and the tempta- 
tion to use that power is sometimes very 
great. You place this great power in 
the hands, practically, of the Govern- 
ment Agents, for it is impossible for the 
Governor to look after it himself. There 
is the temptation to sell land to make 
up the revenue, there is the tempta- 
tion to yield to the pressure of those 
seeking for land, and there is some- 
times a less worthy temptation. They 
may have a quarrel with the village, and 
not scruple in disregarding village rights, 
With regard to the large landowners, | 
think they have a great chance of suffer- 
ing, but in quite a different way. All 
large landowners have, of course, 
a large amount of land which they 


do not use. They generally hold 
them on old Kandyan grants, the 


limits of which are extremely indefinite, 
and may give rise to many lawsuits. 
Some of these have been settled with the 
Crown and some have not, but under this 
Ordinance it will be quite possible, if 
their lands come within the category of 
forests and waste, unoccupied or unculti- 
vated lands, that they may have a large 
portion absolutely confiscated, and be 
practically punished for having kept any 
land in wood——all wood under this Ordi- 
nance being personally Crown property : 
and as properties are often skirted by a 
fringe of waste land undefined in limit, 
it is quite possible that such may come 
within the category of waste or unculti- 
vated land. I know that was not the 
intention of Sir West Ridgway, and I 
will venture to read one very short ex- 
tract from a despatch of his with regard 
to these ‘cases of large landed proprietors. 
He says: 


“The bond fide large native proprietor has | ; 
| issued to you for the remainder of your claim. 


nothing to fear from the Ordinance . . . . 
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, the object of meeting such a case, the fourth 
section of the Ordinance provides for an 
agreement being entered into in respect of any 
claim, and should a Government Agent be in- 
clined to take an illiberal view of te claim, 
the large landed proprietor is protected even 
against himself, because no agreement can be 
entered into without the consent of the 
Governor in any case in which the land is over 
ten acres in extent. Should no agreement be 

ossible the decision as to the right of the 
anded proprietor to the land in claim is left 
tu the ordinary courts of justice.” 
I have nothing to complain of in that state- 
ment, which is an excellent one. Nothing 
can be better when you are dealing with 
cases of boundaries than to settle the dis- 
pute by a regular lawsuit in the ordinary 
courts. Sir West Ridgway goes on to 
mention a settlement in which I had 
been interested in the Province of 

Sabaragamuwa. He states that the 
settlement made by me covered only a 
portion of the land claimed, and that the 
Government Agent has been asked to 
settle the remaining portion of the land 
by the claimants under the Ordinance 
No. 1, of 1897. No better proof could 
be given, he says, that the large landed 
proprietor does not anticipate that he has 
anything to fear from the Ordinance. But 
I have in my hand a letter from Maduan. 
wala Ratemahatmeya, in which he gives 
an account of what has happened. A 
proposal was made to him which was 
virtually this, that he should give upa 
large portion of his claimed land to 
the Government, and that on his doing 
so the Government would release him 
from any claim upon the rest. Not un- 
naturally, perhaps, Mr. Maduanwala ob- 
jected to that proposal, and proposed 
another scheme, by which the Government 
would acquire certain rights of cutting 
timber and making roads, and so forth, 
while he held the land. ‘This he proposed 
as an alternative. Well, was it made the 
foundation of any further proposal to him 
whereby they might come to an agree- 
ment? Was that referred to the ordinary 
courts of law? No. Two days afterwards 
Mr. Maduanwala received the following 
answer from the Government agent : 

“ Ratnapura Kachereri, 
“97 March, 1899. 
“MADUANWALA CLAIM. 
“$1r,—With reference to your letter No. 60, 
of the 7th inst., and subsequent conversation, 
I have the honour to inform you that on your 


| withdrawing all claim to the land lying to the 


east of the Timbolketiya and Embilepiteya 
read, a certificate of quiet possession will 


This Ordinance will give a ready means of , In the event of your refusal, proceedings will 


settling such dispute, and particularly with ! be taken under the Waste Lands Ordinance 
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No. 1 of 1897. I request your reply within 14 
days of eg of this letter. You are to 
understand that all previous proposals for a 
settlement on other terms are at an end. 
“T am, Sir, 
“ Your obedient servant, 
“G. M. FOWLER, Govt. Agent. 

1 contend, therefore, that what was not 
intended by Sir W. Ridgway may be done 
and is done under the Waste Lands Ordi- 
nance. He says the Ordinance does not 
apply and that disputes of this nature will 
be settled by the ordinary courts of law. 
The Government Agent says if the native 
landholder will not accept the terms 
offered he shall be dealt with under the new 
Ordinance, which will probably deprive 
him of great tracts of forest of which for 
certainly two hundred years his family 
have been the reputed possessors. You 
may gain a few hundred acres of forest ; 
you will gain with it the undying enmity 
of a still powerful family. One other 
matter I ventured to point out to the 
Colonial Office, that there is no obstacle 
under the Ordinance to the issuing of 
notices for very large plots of land where 
it is impossible for the people on them to 
know all about them, and gave the sketch of 
such anotice. The Governor thought this 
impossible, and said that if any officer were 
foolish enough to propose the insertion of 
such a notice in the Gazette, he would not 
have the opportunity of repeating his 
action. Since then, however, a notice, 
substantially the same as the imaginary 
notice I prepared, has been issued, taking 
in 150 square miles of land, and under 
the Forest Ordinance, which works along 
with this Ordinance, a notice has been 
issued in respect of a tract of land 
150 miles in length and 30 miles in 
width. My point is this. I am quite 
satisfied of the intention of the 
Colonial Office, and I am quite satisfied 
of the intention of the Governor, but 
good intentions do not always insure 
good legislation. All history tells us 
that, and much of the most mischievous 
legislation, and some of the most absurd 
laws of former days, were framed with the 
most benevolent intentions and with a 
sincere desire to benefit the people. I, there- 
fore, think it is no proof that the law is a 
good one to say that it is a well-intended 
one. I think this law may be oppressively 
used, and I therefore think it right to call 
attention to these facts. I ought to have 
added, with regard to the first of the large 
tracts of land to which I have referred, that 
when, nine years ago, I passed through it, 
there were several villages there. I am told 
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' that those villages have now disappeared. 
That is very likely. Owing to the great 
| want of irrigation the people have gone 
elsewhere. But is it to be assumed that 
_ because they have done so they have lost 
their rights to the land? They have 
removed because they could not live 
there, but their rights, whatever they 
are worth, surely still exist. If the 
Government of Ceylon and the Col- 
‘onial Office say the present Ordi- 
‘nance is now the law and must continue 
to be so notwithstanding dangers which 
may be seen in its provisions, then I 
| would say, let it be so. This law, taken 
in itself, will effect undoubtedly one great 
good. It will suppress what is an un- 
mitigated evil—the sale of little petty 
plots of land by individual owners in 
villages to the detriment of the whole 
village and the general public. The Ordi- 
nance is a very strong and somewhat 
harsh method of ascertaining the rights 
of the Crown. If it is continued as such 
I would ask Her Majesty’s Government 
and the Government of Ceylon if they will 
do one thing. Will they, by legislative 
provisions, secure the rights of the villagers 
‘in the same way as the rights of the Crown 
have been now secured ; that is to say, in- 
stead of leaving it to the mere caprice, it 
may be—goodwill and pleasure at the best, 
it must be—of the Government Agents to 
say whether they will or will not give 
certain privileges to villagers in the 
forest, will they enact, as the Crown has 
now the power severely to enforce its own 
rights, that within a certain radius from 
a village the people of that village shall 
enjoy those privileges which are men- 
tioned in the Forest Ordinance? If they 
will do that, then, although the Ordinance 
might not be without objection, anything 
that is dangerous in it would, so far as the 
villagers are concerned, be neutralised. 
And if they would also make provision 
whereby large property disputes with 
regard to boundaries should be treated 
as it was intended by Sir West Ridgway 
they should be treated, by being dealt 
'with by the superior Courts of Justice, 
not by proceedings under this Ordinance ; 
then I think there would be little reason 
‘to complain, and I for one would be per- 
| feetly satisfied with the course taken. 
| 
| Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (The 
'Earl of SELBORNE): The noble Lord 
‘who has just addressed the House has 
i as great right to speak on this subject as 
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any living man, and during his career as | requisite to establish a private claim, and 


Governor of Ceylon he was distinguished, 


if he will allow me to say so, for a sym- 


pathy with the natives that was wisely 
directed. Therefore I am glad, in the 


first place, to think that the division of 


opinion between himself, the Colonial 
Office, and the present Governor of 
Ceylon, is confined really to a_ single 
point. The noble Lord repudiated, as 
your Lordships would have expected, the 
attacks that have been made in this House 
and in the other House on the motives 
and actions of the present Governor. I 
join most heartily with my noble friend 
in that repudiation. The noble Lord 
went on to admit that there was 
no question as to the motives under 
which the Waste Lands Ordinance was 
passed, and he admitted, further, that 
there were great evils which had to be 
cured, and which the Ordinance in 
question would cure. That, at any rate, 
is a large ground of concurrence be- 
tween Lord Stanmore, the present 
Government, and the Colonial Office. My 
noble friend went on to say that this 
Waste Land Ordinance would directly 
injure interests which it was never 
intended to injure, and which, perhaps, 
were not taken quite sufficiently into 
consideration when its provisions were 
framed. He criticised the argument that 
has been used by the Governor of Ceylon, 
and, I think, in both Houses of Parlia- 
ment, that the principle involved in the 
Act under discussion is the same as that 
which was involved in the Act of 1840. 
My noble friend explained to the House 
the difference which really exists between 
the . o Acts, and which constitutes this 
statement a fallacy. The contention of 
the Governor of Ceylon has been that in 
both Acts there has been the same pre- 
sumption of Crown ownership, and that 
the same words expressed that presump- 
tion. But, says my noble friend, the law 
of 1840 has been so altered by judge- 
made law, that it no longer carries out 
what was supposed to have been its pre- 
sumption, and he named two points 
specially. The first was that, according to 


the judgment of the Courts in the case of | 


the Ordinance of 1840, the presumption 
in favour of the Crown was 
applicable to land which had _ not 
been cultivated within a_ reasonable 
time. I do not think my noble friend 
named the exact number of years that 
the Courts had laid down as the minimum 


The Earl of Selborne. 


{LORDS} 





| to upset the claim of the Crown. I will 
jleave it at that—that no hard-and-fast 
rule has been laid down by the Court of 
| Ceylon in respect of the Act of 1840, but 
| that they have admitted, although giving 
/every kind of latitude and advantage to 
the private claimant, that a period must in- 
tervene beyond which ancient rights are 
not entitled to count against the Crown. 
The second point which the noble Lord 
brought forward was that of evidence of the 
occupancy of part of a district—part, we 
will say, of a so-called forest—has been 
held, according to the interpretation by 
the Courts of the Ordinance of 1840, to be 
evidence of the occupation of the whole, 
and that no corresponding provision has 


been introduced into the current Or- 
dinance. I should like to point out, as 


regards the first point, that the whole 
| difference between my noble friend and 
the Colonial Office is a question of 
degree. If once you admit that after an 


intervening period the private claim 
is barred, and the Crown can 
resort to what we will call its 


pristine rights, the question in 
dispute is only one of degree as to how 
many years prescription ought to be 
allowed. I quite agree that in dealing 
with matters affecting closely the inte- 
rests of the natives, the greatest care 
should be taken to strain the law on 
their side rather than against them ; but 
in the necessary administration, 1 am_pre- 
pared to rely on the exercise of their dis- 
cretion by the Government officials of 
Ceylon under the direction of the Gover- 
nor. As to the second point—the pre- 
sumption that occupation of a small part 
of the land should be evidence of the 
occupation of the whole—I have no 
doubt an equally strong case could be 
made out for the contrary proposition— 
namely, that it should not be evidence 
against the Crown (by the Crown I 
mean, of course, the whole of the public 
of Ceylon) that the whole of a forest 
belongs to a certain individual, or to a 
certain village, because that individual or 
that village can prove that they have in 
remote years cultivated a comparatively 
small plot within that forest or district. 


only | 


| Lorp STANMORE: I did not say 

anything of the sort. What I referred to 
/was a defined and known plot of land. 
|In that case the Supreme Court has said 
that the possession of a part shall be pos- 
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session of the whole. The new Ordinance 


says it shall not. 


THE Eart or SELBORNE: It all 
depends on the size of the defined area. 
Admitting that it is a known area, if it 
cannot be proved that a given individual 
or his forefathers have, in any time in 
which there is record, exercised any rights 
over three-quarters of such known area, 
the State should have the right to say 
whether the ownership vested in the 
State or in the individual, and the 
Governor seems to me to be justified in 
not allowing the presumption to be in 
favour of the individual. My noble friend 
made two special criticisms. He pointed 
out that the Act might operate with 
special harshness against small village 
proprietors who enjoyed practically, 
though not technically, communal rights ; 
but he admitted that, after all, the whole 
thing was a question of administration. 
It is really, therefore, a question whether 
the Government and the Colonial Oftice 
between them can exercise proper control 
over the officials of the Government of 
Ceylon. All I can say on behalf of the 
Governor and the Colonial Office is that 
we will do our best ; that we recognise 
absolutely the necessity for acting with 
the greatest sympathy towards the native 
proprietors and village communities, and 
any criticism which will enable us to 
carry out more carefully that superin- 
tendence of detail which is wholly neces- 
sary we shall welcome, from whatever 
quarter it comes. The second case my 
noble friend referred to was the case of 
the very large landowners, whom he ad- 
mitted might include within their proper- 
ties areas over which their claims were 
rather vague, and as to which they might 
not unnaturally rather resent too close 
definition. But, my Lords, the Crown— 
ie, the public of Ceylon—have claims as 
well as the great landowners. The latter, 
no doubt, are entitled not only to the most 
rigorous justice, but to sympathetic treat- 
ment. 
case requires as much anxiety on the part 
of the Colonial Office as that of the small 
proprietors in the villages ; for, after all, 
the big landowner is presumably able to 
take care of himself and his interests. 
Take the case which my noble friend has 
brought before your Lordships. I shall not 


be so rash as to attempt to pronounce the | 
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I cannot think, however, that their | 
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name of the gentleman to which he re- 
ferred, and which the noble Lord so glibly 
rolled out, but so far as I understand the 


/case he is a native gentleman who has 


very large property, in regard to which 
his rights have been for a long period 
My noble friend 
was himself instrumental in settling a 
portion of the claims, but a certain por- 
tion remains unadjusted. The Governor 
of Ceylon proposes now to ascertain the 
respective rights of this native landowner 
and of the Crown in respect to the re- 
mainder of the property. The Govern- 
ment Agent offered him a compromise, 
which the native gentleman refused, and 
offered another compromise. The Govern- 
ment Agent refused the compromise 
offered by the native gentleman, and indi- 
cated that if the offer of the Government 
was rejected the Waste Lands Ordinance 
would be put in force. Where is the ob- 
jection to that course being adopted ? 
The Waste Lands Ordinance cannot be put 
into force without going to the Courts 
of Justice, and this large native 
landowner would be able to _ pro- 
tect himself there and appeal if 
necessary. In the particular case 
to which the noble Lord has referred, I 
cannot see where the hardship is. It is 
not a case of a poor man who could not 
defend himself, but of a man who, from 
the size of his property, is well able to 
look after his own interests. As to the 
large block of land scheduled under the 
Order, to which the noble Lord alluded, 
the present Governor of Ceylon person- 
ally informed me that he had ridden all 
through this block of councry, and had 
been quite unable to find any traces of 
human habitation, and had completely 
assured himself that in scheduling this 
block of land the Government of Ceylon 
were not interfering with the existing 
rights of any native community or indi- 
vidual, and, as far as they have been able 
to ascertain, there has been no reason to 
depart from that view. Before I leave 
the question of the administration of this 
Act, I should like, with your Lorships’ 
permission, to read an extract from the 
last page of the Blue Book which has just 
been. published. The Chief Justice of 
Ceylon has been frequently quoted, and 
has been used as a weapon with which to 
belabour the Government and the Colonial 
Office, because he used the words, “ this 
extraordinary Act.” [ will read to your 
Lordships what the Chief Justice really 
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said. He wrote to the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies as follows : 


“T understand that the language used by 
me in a recent judgment questioning certain 

roceedings under the Waste Lands Ordinance 

as been interpreted to mean that I disapprove 
of the prineiple of the Ordinance. In describ- 
ing the Ordinance as one of an ‘ extraordinary’ 
nature I referred to the fact that it confers 
exceptional powers on the local government 
In my opinion, it is not the province of a judge 


to express either approval or disapproval of | 


the Acts of the Legislature, but I may perhaps 
be permitted to state that I consider that the 
local circumstances render exceptional legisla- 
tion desirable, not only in the interests of the 


general community to prevent the wanton | 


destruction of valuable property, but also in 


the interests of the villagers themselves, for | 


nothing is a more prolific source of crime in 
Ceylon than disputes respecting the ownership 
of land. At the same time, I have always 
entertained the opinion that where an Ordin- 
ance conferring exceptional powers prescribes 
the conditions under which the powers may be 
exercised, these conditions must be strictly 
observed. 
aware, the working of the Ordinance has not 


been attended by any real injustice or hard- | 


ship, and that if any such were to occur the 
Supreme Court may be trusted to find a 
remedy.” 


If there is one thing which my noble 
friend dilated upon more than another, it 
was the wisdom of the Supreme Court of 
Ceylon, which had prevented any hard- 
ship being committed under the Act of 
1840. I would ask him in the same way 
to rely upon the Supreme Court of Ceylon 
to prevent, in its interpretation of the 
present Ordinance, any abuse taking 
place. If it has protected the native 
public from a harsh interpretation under 


one Ordinance, it may, I think, be | 


trusted to do so under another. Finally, 
my noble friend asked me this question : 
Will Her Majesty’s Government, by 
legislation, secure the rights of private 
villagers in the same way as they have 
secured the rights of the Crown by this 
ordinance? [am not, of course, pre- 
pared on the spur of the moment to 
answer a question which involves a com- 
plete knowledge of the technicalities of the 
Land Laws of Ceylon, but I can say that 
any suggestion emanating from my noble 
friend (Lord Stanmore) or other authority 
so entitled to respect will receive the 
most careful and anxious consideration of | 
the Secretary of State. As regards the 
remarks of the noble Lord who intro- 
duced this motion (Lord Stanley of | 
Alderley), I entirely deny the statement | 
that injustice has been caused by the | 


The Earl of Selborne. 


{LORDS} 


I may add that, so far as I am | 
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| action of the officials of the Government, 
/and Her Majesty’s Government entirely 
'decline to grant an inquiry into the 
| working of the Ordinance. 
| 
| THe Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
| I should like to say that the opinion of 
|the Chief Justice of Ceylon, which has 
| been quoted by my noble friend, took me 
_back twenty-nine years. I could have 
fancied it was Mr. Gladstone moving the 
Irish Land Bill of 1870. Exactly the 
same words about discontent, bad feeling, 
|and exceptional legislation were used then, 
As land proprietors who have not culti- 
vated their land are liable in Ceylon to 
have it taken from them by the Crown, I 
_ hope those landowners in England, Ireland, 
and Scotland who have not cultivated 
their land will be careful that these laws 
are not introduced into this country. 
Where they will stop, only wiser men than 
I can say. 


WILD BIRDS ACT (IRELAND). 


THE Eart or MAYO: My Lords, I 
beg to ask Her Majesty’s Government 
what steps have been taken to enforce the 
Wild Birds Act (Ireland). In 1880, or 
thereabouts, the police used to post up 
printed notices of the birds protected by 
the Act, but in consequence of a footnote 
in Sir Andrew Reid’s Irish Constables’ 
Guide, which stated that the Constabulary 
‘were not to enforce the Act, the Con- 
'stabulary ceased to enforce it. The 
Inspector-General has now directed that 
'the Act should be enforced, but it is not 
strongly enforced. Iam told that for the 
first offence the offender is cautioned, and 
a second offence is reported to the district 
inspector for consideration as to whether 
the prosecution should be instituted. I 
do not consider this is properly enforcing 
‘the Act. A friend of mine informs me 
that on visiting a police barracks a day or 
two ago to see the form of notice, he 
found it posted on the notice board with 
its face to the wall. 1 do not think that 
is an enforcement of the Act. In the 
wilder parts of Ireland, such as the west 


‘coast and some portions of Donegal, the 


birds are entirely unprotected, and I there- 
fore ask Her Majesty’s Government to 
see that the Act is more stringently en- 


| forced. 


THe Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
the noble Earl is no doubt aware that the 
police are not obliged to enforce these Acts, 
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and the reason why no action was taken | money had been spent. It was used for 
at the time mentioned by the noble Earl company prize meetings, battalion prize 
was that, as the country was disturbed, meetings, and inter-company prize meet- 
and the work of the police very severe, ings; but unfortunately an accident 
it was not considered advisable to add | happened, and as the result of the in- 
to their duties. That objection no longer | quiry which followed the range was 
exists, and on the 9th May last a circular declared unsafe, and closed. All the 
was issued by the Inspector-General, with | money that had been spent upon it has 
the approval of the Irish Government, to been thrown away, and with great diffi- 
the Royal Irish Constabulary directing | culty the corps has been able to find 
them to enforce the Wild Birds Protection another range, upon which has been in- 
Acts of 1880 and 1894, and placards were | curred a fresh outlay of £1,000. It 
accordingly posted at all the Royal Irish seems hard that a battalion should be once 
Constabulary barracks in Ireland. The again called upon to spend so large a sum. 
Constabulary have been directed to first) The new range is not so convenient as 
warn any person offending against the | the old one, and the companies have con- 
law before a prosecution is instituted. siderable difficulty and incur great ex- 
When the public are thus made aware of pense in getting to it. I had intended 
the law, should it be found that in any pointing to the result which would 
district its provisions are disregarded, the inevitably follow upon any interference 
offenders will be prosecuted without with the opportunities of  prac- 
warning. The requirement that a con- tising with the rifle, but I see that 
stable shall report an offence to his on Saturday last a sergeant of this corps 
superior, and obtain instructions before broke the record by making the highest 
instituting a prosecution, is not intended possible score at 200, 500, and 600 yards. 
in any way to weaken the action of But although there may be brilliant ex- 
the police, but is in accordance with the ceptions, the result must be very detri- 
general practice governing prosecutions mental to the efficiency of the Volunteers 
by the force. If it is reported to the In- and the management of the weapon put 
spector-General that in any district the into their hands, and I think it is a case 
law is flagrantly violated, he will insist in which the officers of Volunteer corps 
upon its rigid enforcement without can very properly claim the assistance of 
previous warning to offenders. The case the Government. I am perfectly aware 
mentioned by the noble Lord, in which that applications could be made under 
one of the notices was placarded with its certain conditions for a loan repayable 
face to the wal!, is, | hope, an isolated over a term of year, but this also isa 
one, and I am certain that if the noble charge upon the battalion which it can 
Earl will direct the attention of the In- ill afford to bear. I think it will be 
spector-General to any case of the kind it generally admitted that Volunteer 


will be remedied. officersas a body are not wealthy men, and 
eat ee a it is creditable to them that they spend so 
VOLUNTEER RIFLE RANGES. much time and money in order to make 


THE Ear oF DARTMOUTH: My themselves and the corps with which 
Lords, I beg to ask Her Majesty’s they serve efficient. The Volunteers as 
Government whether, in view of the a force have had a checkered career. 
number of Volunteer rifle ranges closed as When the movement was first initiated 
unsafe during the gradual issue of the they were féted, flattered, and made a 
Lee-Metford rifle, some pecuniary assist- good deal of, but when the novelty had 
ance should not be given to enable those worn off they underwent a_ period 
corps whose ranges have been com- when no_ ridicule was too great 
pulsorily closed to obtain others. Ido to hurl at them. They have been 
not think I need apologise for having likened to that proverbial old maid 
brought this question forward. It is a who is always ready but never wanted, 
very serious one, for the recent Return | but I believe they have shown that they 
issued shows that 325 ranges belong- are ready and capable of doing all that is 
ing to the Volunteers have heen closed. | expected of them. They have survived 
The corps to which I have belonged for | those periods of ridicule, and I think the 
upwards of thirty years had a very con-;| Volunteers themselves would be the first 
venient range in the neighbourhood of | to recognise the fact that the conditions 
Birmingham, on which a good deal of | under which they serve now are in many 
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respects better than they were in former 
years. No one will deny that in efficiency, 
discipline, and soldierly qualities the 
Volunteer Force has gone far ahead of the 
most sanguine expectations of its origi- 
nators. The noble Marquess, the Secre- 
tary of State for War, has probably con- 
sidered what remedy should be proposed, 
but to my mind the only remedy consis- 
tent with justice is that, in the special 
circumstances of the case, the, Govern- 
ment should make a special grant. I am 
aware that a Minister of War is not 
always able to cajole out of the unwilling 
pocket of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
all he thinks he is entitled to, but if the 
noble Marquess can tell us that the 
authorities will in some way show their 
practical sympathy in this direction, I am 
sure it will tend to the encouragement of 
the Volunteer Force. 


THE EARL or WEMYSS: Before 
my noble friend answers the question 


which has been put to him by the noble . 


Earl, I should like to say that the 
Volunteer Force is greatly indebted to 
him for having brought this matter for- 
ward. Ido not propose to touch upon 
the general question of Volunteering, 
further than to say that Volunteers must 
have the means of shooting. It is in con- 
sequence of the increased range of the 
rifle, in the main, that these ranges have 
been shut up. My early educational life 
was spent in Switzerland, and I saw a 
great deal of rifle shooting there. In 
Switzerland ranges are placed close to 
towns, without, apparently, any dangerous 
result, and I suggest that the Swiss 
system of laying out ranges might with 
advantage be applied in this country. 
The Government have plenty of waste 
land at Aldershot where the Swiss 
method, by which trenches are dug and 
surrounded by baulks of timber to prevent 
the bullets going beyond a certain range, 
might be tried on a small scale. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (The Marquess OF LANSDOWNE): 
My Lords, the House must have listened 
with pleasure and interest to the excellent 
statement made by the noble Earl who 
brought this subject forward, and I cer- 
tainly do not differ from him in the 
general conclusion to which he has 
arrived. There is no doubt that the closing 
of so large a number of ranges has placed 
the Volunteer Force at a very great dis 

The Earl of Dartmouth. 


{LORDS} 
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advantage, and it is our duty to give the. 
matter our most serious consideration, J] 
do not think it is quite fair to regard the 
increased range of the -303 rifle as solely 
responsible for the present state of 
things. I am told that most of the 
ranges which were really safe for the 
Martini-Henry rifle are safe for the 
303 rifle. Two new circumstances have 
contributed to the present result. One 
isthe rapid spread of the population in 
many parts of the country, and the manner 
in which areas which not long ago were 
comparatively waste-places have been built 
over. In the second place, there is the 
greater strictness of inspection which now 
prevails. There is no doubt that in 
old days the inspection of the small 
local ranges was of an extremely easy 
character ; a thorough overhauling has 
now taken place, with the result that,. 
as my noble friend has said, no less 
than 323 Volunteer ranges have lately 
been condemned as unsafe with the 
new rifle. I wish to guard myself, at 
the outset, against admitting that Her 
Majesty’s Government, or, indeed, I 
would almost say any Government, could 
undertake the enormous liability of pro- 
viding every Volunteer corps throughout 
the country with a suitable range. On 
the other hand, we certainly recognise 
the duty of doing everything within 
reasonable limits to afford the Volunteer 
Forces opportunities of making them- 
selves thoroughly efficient in musketry, 
and something has been done, and is. 
being done at the present time, in that 
direction. Under the Military Lands Act 
of 1892, a Volunteer corps is enabled 
to raise money for the purpose of 
purchasing land for ranges on the 
security of the land itself, and the capita- 
tion grant of the corps. We amended 
that Act two years ago, and Volunteer 
corps are now able to borrow, not 
only for the purpose of acquiring land, 
but also for the purpose of constructing 
the necessary works and buildings. That. 
change in the law seems to have hada 
very good result, for while in the year 
before the amendment of the Act only 
four corps took advantage of the law and. 
borrowed the sum of £8,400, last year no: 
fewer than twenty-one corps came forward, 
and the total sum advanced was thus raised 
to no less than £129,000. Again, under 
the Military Works Loan Act of 1897, 
we took a sum, in round figures about 


_half a million of money, for the purpose 
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of providing ranges. It is quite true that 
those ranges were primarily intended for 








every effort is made to put them in places 
where they can be accessible to Volunteers 
also. The whole of that money has not 
yet been spent, for the obtainment of safe 
ranges in these days is a matter of enor- 








mous difficulty. You have, in the first 
place, to discover a suitable site, and then 
to come to terms with the owner—two 
operations which consume a considerable 
amount of time. Then, under the 
Military Works Loan Bill, which 
is now before Parliament, and which, 
I hope, will be before your Lord- 
ships in a few days, we take power to 
raise the sum of £40,000 for the purpose 
of assisting Volunteer corps in providing 
themselves with ranges. I have no doubt 
that that sum sounds a rather small one, 
but small as it is we hope to make it goa 
long way. What we propose to do is 
in districts where there 1s a deficiency 
of range accommodation, and where we 
find that the local corps are ready to 
combine for the purpose of procuring a 
range, to assist the corps by a grant 
from this fund—a grant which, perhaps, 
may not be a very large one, but which 
will certainly alleviate that burden of 
which my noble friend spoke so feelingly 
just now. We also propose to bring in 
this year new regulations dealing with 
the travelling expenses for Volunteers, to 
which we may also look for a_ palliative 
for the evil of insufficient range accom- 
modation. The new regulations will be 
more advantageous to the force, and will 
work more fairly as between corps and 
corps than the present regulations have 
worked. The principal points of the new 
regulations are that the minimum dis- 
tance in respect of which the travelling 
allowance will be granted will be reduced 
from five to two miles. The distance will be 
calculated from the sectional as well as 
the company headquarters, and, finally, 
the maximum grant will be raised from 
4s, to 6s. per head. These are all con- 
cessions which I believe the Volunteer 
force will appreciate, and which will 
enable Volunteers to avail themselves 
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the use of the Militia and regulars, but | 


more readily of the range accommodation | 


at present existing. There is no use in 


concealing the fact that the difficulty of | 


obtaining ranges has increased of late, 
and we must therefore look for the 


smaller number of perfectly safe ranges, 


Rifle Ranges. 982 
'and to giving facilities to Volunteers to 
obtain access to them. The noble Earl on 
the Cross Benches suggested that we 
should inquire into a system of ranges 
which he tells us was prevalent in 
Switzerland, and under which, I under- 
stood him to say, the range was confined 
within a sort of tunnel constructed of 
timber baulks. I certainly would receive 
any helpful suggestion with the utmost 
respect, and I promise the noble Earl to 
make inquiries as to the system to which 
he has referred. I confess, at first 
sight, the suggestion rather alarms 
me, because, although our Volunteers 
shoot excellently, they are not all marks- 
men, and it strikes me as conceivable that 
an occasional bullet might find its way 
outside the limits of the noble Earl’s 
tunnel. I certainly should not like to 
inhabit the neighbourhood of a butt pro- 
tected in the way he suggests. I hope I 
have said enough to convince my noble 
friend that the matter to which he has 
called attention is not regarded with dis- 
favour by the War Office. The noble 
Earl referred to the vicissitudes of the 
Volunteer Force, and spoke of the “‘ epoch 
of ridicule” through which the Volunteer 
movement had passed. The noble Ear! is 
not alone in thinking that that epoch, if 
ever it existed, has been left very far 
behind indeed, and I am sure those who 
had the good fortune, as I had myself, to 
see the magnificent march past of the 
Volunteers before the Prince of Wales on 
Saturday week must have been highly 
impressed with the efficiency and the 
national value of this branch of the 
Service. 


Eart SPENCER: As I had the honour 
of asking the noble Marquess the 
Secretary of State for War some two 
years ago a question in almost the same 
terms as that which has been so ably put 
before the House to-night, I should like 
to have the opportunity of saying one or 
two words upon the subject. No one 
wishes to protect the public against 
the dangers of rifle ranges more 
than I do, but I cannot help thinking 
that the inspectors of these ranges may 
be carrying their care for the public too 
far. The noble Marquess has said that a 
range which was safe for the Martini- 
Henry rifle was fairly safe for the new 
rifle; and if that is so, why is it that 


remedy of the evil complained of to a/ such an enormous number of ranges have 
been closed since the introduction of the 
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new rifle? Were there many accidents ? 
I scarcely remember any. I was exceed- 
ingly glad to hear what the noble Mar- 
quess said with regard to the proposal to 
assist Volunteers in finding ranges. I 
quite admit that it is impossible for the 
noble Marquess or the War Office to find 


ranges for every corps which is without | 


one, but they may go a long way to 
render assistance. I venture to! say ‘that 
the difficulty in regard to rifle ranges for 
Volunteers is not to be met by increasing 
the travelling allowances to the force. 
The essence of suecess in regard to the 
rifle shooting of the Volunteers lies in the 
ranges being close to headquarters, 
to enable the men to take up rifle 

ing as a pastime. 
vided by increasing the number of ranges, 


shoot- 


and I therefore hope the noble Marquess 
will be liberal in his treatment of corps | 
which desire to provide such accommoda- | 
| names of such persons employed in certain 


tion for themselves. 


*THE MARQuEss OF LANSDOWNE: | 
I hope the noble Earl opposite (Earl | 


Spencer) does not understand me _ to 


suggest that I am indifferent to the value | 


of ranges being close to the headquarters | t 
of Volunteer. regiments. Where 


ranges cannot be found—and I am afraid 


there are many parts of England where 
such ranges will not be found—I think 
the remedy is to give every possible 


facility for travelling to a range which is | 


perfectly safe and properly equipped. I 


gather 


stiff. 
say The noble 


for. many years * without any untoward 
result, and which possessed, so to speak, 
a clean bill of health. He must, however, 
remember that the conditions of these 
ranges are continually 


hourhood. 
inspector upon the ground that his inspec- 
tion had been a little too extreme. If, 
after overruling an inspector, a serious 
accident occurred, I think the Secretary 
of State would be likely to hear about it. 


THe Earu 


Secretary of State for War for the sym- 


pathetic reply he has given to my ques- | 


Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 





sO as | 


That can only be pro- | 


such | 


that the noble Earl thought our | 
inspection of ranges of late was rather too | 
Whether that is so or not, I cannot | 
Earl hinted that we} 
might accept ranges which had been used | 


altering according | 
to the amount of building in their neigh- | 
Speaking as Secretary of | 
State, I should be sorry to take upon | 
myself the responsibility of overruling an | 
| tinguishing the men from the women. A 
| certain amount of time would necessarily 

be required to prepare this 
| there is no hurry. If the Return is granted 
| next session I shall be satisfied. 


or DARTMOUTH: I) 
desire to thank the noble Marquess the | 
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tion, and I am sure the increased trayel- 
ling grants which the noble Marquess has 
suggested will be of great value to 
Volunteers. My experience differs from 
that of the noble M: arquess with regard 
to the relative safety of the Martini- 
Henry and the Lee- Metford rifles, The 
range to which I have referred was used 
for a great many years without known 
danger, but soon after the introduction of 
the Lee-Metford rifle a worthy citizen 
was unfortunately struck by a_ spent 
bullet. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOPS ACTS 
(OUTWORKERS). 

*THE Eart oF ABERDEEN: My 
Lords, I beg to move for a Return show- 
ing the number of persons whose names 
are registered as outworkers in accordance 
with the provisions of the Factory and 
Workshops Acts, which require that the 


specified trades should be returned perio- 
dically to the factory inspectors. In 
bringing forward this motion very few 
words will be sufficient by way of expla- 
nation. Your Lordships may remember 
that the specified trades w hich are alluded 
to in this motion are the following: The 
making of wearing apparel, files, electro- 
plate, cabinet furniture, upholstery, and 
fur-pulling. Parliament has thus recog- 
nised this system of outworkers, which 
has attracted a good deal of attention, 
and, as the system of registering out- 
workers exists, some record should be 
given of its results. Something of the 
same sort exists locally, and I think I am 
right in saying that in the Factory Inspee- 
tor’s Report for the Manchester district 
for 1897 there is included a Return show- 


_ ing the number of outworkers in that dis- 
| trict, and also the respective manufactures 


and employments in which they are en- 
gaged. I venture to hope that Her 
Majesty’sGovernment will grant a Return 
of a similar kind, only a little more ex- 
tended in its character, and giving not 
only the number of workers, but dis- 


teturn, but 


LorD BELPER: On behalf of the 
Home Secretary I have to say that there 
is no objection to giving the infor- 
mation asked for by the noble Earl, but 
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the Secretary of State thinks it would be | the House of Commons, though, of course, 


more satisfactory if the Return is made in | 
the annual Report of the Chief Inspector | 


of Factories, which is issued in the 
autumn. It will occasion very little 
delay, and the Return will be more com- 
plete. 


*Toe Eart or ABERDEEN: That 


will entirely meet the object I have in| 


view, and I will amend my motion in 


accordance with the noble Lord’s sugges- | 


tion. 


Moved, That a humble Address be pre- | 


sented to Her Majesty, praying that a 
statement be included in the next annual 
Report of the Chief Inspector of Factories 
showing the number of persons whose 
names are registered as outworkers in 
accordance with the provisions of the Fac- 
tory and Workshop Acts, which require 
that the names of such persons employed 
in certain specified trades should be re- 


turned periodically to the Factory Inspec- | 


tors.—(T'he Viscount Gordon, E. Aberdeen.) 
Agreed to and ordered accordingly. 


AND OPEN SPACES BILL 
(H.L.] 


THIRD READING. 


COMMONS 


Order of the day for the Third Reading 
read. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: In moving the 
Third Reading of this Bill I should like 
to thank the noble Viscount (Viscount 
Cross) for the assistance he has given me 
in bringing the Bill to its present stage. 
The Bill, as amended, will enable provi- 
sion to be made for the improvement and 
regulation of many commons in the 
country, and I trust that with the assist- 
ance of the Government in another 
place the measure will be placed on the 
Statute Book during the present session. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be read 3*.”— 
(Lord Burghelere.) 


[entirely agree that the Bill, as it stands, 
will greatly cheapen the method of deal- 
ing with the regulation of commons, and 


especially of small commons, throughout | 


the country. I am very glad that the 
Amendments I have had the honour to 
move will make the Bill work on safe 
lines. I hope the Bill may pass through 


with perfect security. 


I cannot answer for that. I know it is 
the anxious wish of the President of the 
Board of Agriculture that it should pass. 


| this session. 


On Question, agreed to— 


Read 3%, accordingly ; Amendments 
made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Com- 
mons. 


SEA FISHERIES BILL [H...]. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


GORDON MEMORIAL COLLEGE AT 
KHARTOUM BILL [H.1.]. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
EARL oF HAtspury): My Lords, this 
Bill is considered to be rendered necessary 
by a technicality. You are, no doubt, 
familiar with the fact that subscriptions 
were lavishly given by the public for the 
purpose of establishing a college at Khar- 
toum. Some of the persons who have 
been applied to will not accept the office 
of trustee—a somewhat perilous and diffi- 
cult office sometimes to accept—without 
knowing all the responsibility involved. 
They have been advised—at present I do 
not say whether I entirely agree with the 
advice given them or not—that, in the 
event of this being treated as a public 
trust, it is a trust which might be 
enforced in the Court of Chancery 
by the Attorney-General by way of 
information, and the persons who are 
to act as trustees would require to be in- 
demnified, if they could be in some way, 
against any breach of trust by investing 
in Egyptian securities. | Undoubtedly, 


it would be outside the power of an 
Viscount CROSS: No one is more | 
anxious than I am to see the Bill pass. | 


ordinary English trustee to invest in 
Egyptian securities. The result is that 
they have declined to accept the trust at 
all unless they are indemnified by Parlia- 
ment. It was therefore thought proper 
that a Bill should be brought before your 
Lordships to enable these trustees to act 
I think your lord- 
ships will do as every subscriber would 
do if he could be personally consulted, 
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and will allow these trustees to invest in 
Egyptian securities. 


Bill read 2¢ (according to Order) ; and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 


House adjourned at half-past Six of the 
clock, till to-morrow, half-past 
Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 17th July 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lords]. 
Standing Orders applicable thereto 
complied with. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 

GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [Lords]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be 
second time To-morrow. 


read a 


BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 
MILTON CREEK CONSERVANCY BILL. 


WOKING WATER AND GAS BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 


agreed to, 

GREENOCK AND PORT GLASGOW 
TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. 
MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD (PILOTAGE) BILL [Lords]. 

Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 
LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY BILL [Lords]. 


WORKINGTON CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
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BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER BILL, 

Read the third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL [Lords]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [Lords). 
LIGHTING 


ELECTRIC PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 14) BILL [Lords]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 15) BILL [Lords]. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [Lords]. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendments. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL. 


[THIRD READING. ] 


Order for Third Reading read. 


*Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth). 
Before this Bill is read the third time I 
want to point out that the clause relating 
to preaching on the sands at Rhyl has no 
doubt been greatly modified. But the 
provision in the Provisional Order does 
not really do more than maintain the old 
common law. What I wish to say with- 
out opposing this Bill and putting off the 
Third Reading in consequence, is simply 
that the Wesleyan Church has had fur- 
nished to it a very long list of bye-laws 
of county councils and boroughs which 
contain the original powers which have 
been modified in this Order, and we shall 
do our best, when opportunity offers, to 
get the law altered so that the right of 
public preaching may be unrestrained, and 
in any case that these bye-laws may con- 
form to the improved conditions which 
the Committee have unanimously imposed 
on the town of Rhyl. 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
{Lords}. 
Read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Shillington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. 
Petition from Southampton, against ; 

to lie upon the Table. 

WORKHOUSES (CONFINEMENT CASES) 
(DETENTION OF MOTHERS OF 
ILLEGITIMATE CHILDREN). 
Petition from Orsett, for alteration of 

Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


ARMY COMMISSIONS. 
Return presented, relative 
[Address 30th June-—Mr. Pirie] ; 


upon the Table. 


thereto 
to lie 


RAILWAY RETURNS. 


Copy presented, of Return as to the 
Capital, Traffic Receipts, and Working 


Expenditure, ete., of the Railway Com- 
panies of the United Kingdom for the 
year 1898 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


COURT OF PROBATE DIVISION (HIGH 
COURT OF JUSTICE) (IRELAND). 
Annual Account presented, of Receipts 
and Disbursements for the year ended 
3lst December, 1898 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 280. ] 


GLANDERS (DEPARTMENTAL COMMIT- | 
TEE). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Departmental Committee appointed by | 
the Board of Agriculture to inquire into 
and report upon the working of the 
Diseases of Animals Acts in so far as | 
they relate to Glanders; together with 
the Minutes of Evidence, Appendixes, | 
ete. [by Command]; to lie upon the | 
Table. 
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TUNIS (EXPORTS FROM GREAT 
BRITAIN AND FRANCE.) 
Address for ‘* Return showing the 
value of goods exported into Tunis by 
Great Britain and France respectively in 
the years 1880, 1885, 1890, 1895, and 
1897.”—-(Mr. Crombie.) 


QUESTIONS. 
NAVAL OFFICERS 
SOUDAN. 
Lorpd CHARLES BERESFORD 
(York): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Admiralty, seeing that British 
military officers serving in the Soudan 
were allowed to count their time for 
promotion, under Article 22 of the Royal 
Warrant for Pay and Promotion, and for 
retirement, under Article 500 (@) and (c), 
will he explain why British naval officers 
serving before the enemy in the Soudan 
campaigns are not allowed to count their 
time for promotion and for retirement ; 
and in view of the fact that the naval 
officer commanding the Naval Brigade in 
the 1884-5 campaign was not allowed to 
count that time towards promotion, and 
the naval officer commanding the Naval 
Brigade in the 1896-8 campaign was not 
allowed to count his time towards retire- 
ment, whether he can see his way to 
recommending Her Majesty that in future 
all naval officers on active service before 
the enemy, assisting the Army in land 
campaigns, shall be allowed to count such 
time for promotion and pension after they 
have served three years in command of a 
ship-of-war at sea, whether such command 
takes place before or after their service 


BRITISH IN THE 


on shore. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The noble Lord is in 
error in supposing that the British naval 
officers serving in the Soudan on the 


| occasions in question were not allowed to 


count their time for retirement. Under 
the regulations the time has been allowed 
to count in full towards retirement, but 
not for promotion. With reference to 


promotion, the conditions of the naval and 


| military services are obviously dissimilar. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and | 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. | 
2318 [by Command]; to lie upon the | 
Table. 
VOL. LXXIV. 


[FouRTH SERIES. | 


|The Admiralty have always attached the 


greatest importance to the strict fulfil- 
ment of the conditions which require for 
the promotion of naval officers certain 
fixed periods of service in a ship-of-war at 


2M 
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sea. Although, in the case of captains, 
service obtained previously to the fulfil- 
ment of this condition counts towards 
increase of their full and half pay, and 
pension, and retirement, it is not allowed 
to count towards promotion. To this 
rule it is intended to adhere. The pre- 
vious qualification of three years’ service 
required in the case of captains has, by a 
recent Order in Council, been reduced to 
two. In no case has it occurred that 
officers employed in such services as those 
mentioned in the question have failed to 
obtain the necessary time for promotion. 


Questions. 


ARTIFICIAL DYES FOR NAVY SERGE. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that a firm of dyers 
in Wellington, Somerset, have purchased 
forty tons of foreign artificial indigo, and 
are using it for dyeing Navy contract 
cloth ; and whether, to ensure the Navy 
getting the class of goods paid for, he will 
have the word “natural” inserted before 
the word “indigo” in all future Navy 
contracts for cloth. 


THE SECRETARY To THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, §.): 
I have no information as to the pur- 
chase alluded to in the first paragraph of 
my noble friend’s question ; but no con- 
tract is at present held by any firm in 
Wellington for cloth. I am considering 
whether the use of a natural dye can be 
secured by an alteration in the specifica- 
tion. 

ARMY MEDICAL SERVICE 
EXAMINATION. 

Captain GREVILLE (Bradford, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War, whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that the dates fixed for 
entry, 17th July, and of examination, 
28th July, of candidates for the Army 
Medical Service will have the effect o 
excluding from competition young men 
who may have obtained their diplomas at 
the Victoria University and other exami- 
ning bodies during the month of July, 
but the results of whose examinations are 
not published till 27th July ; and whether 
it would be possible to postpone the dates 
of entry and examination for a few weeks 
in order to allow successful students to 
compete. 

*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. WynbDHAM, Dover): The 


{COMMONS} 
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| date of the examination was notified on 
the 10th May, and appeared in the news- 
papers on the 12th May. The first inti- 
mation that the date would debar 
University candidates reached the War 
| Office on the 11th July, when it was too 
late to alter the arrangements. 


Questions. 


BARRACKS, NEW AND OLD. 

Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) ; 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he will cause a map of 
the United Kingdom to be placed in the 
Tea Room for the information of Members, 
distinguishing by coloured dashes and 
combination of coloured dashes sites of 
barracks in existence in 1871 ; sites where 
barracks were altered or built under the 
provisions of the Localisation Act, 1872 ; 
sites where barracks were altered, or built, 
or are in process of building, under the 
provisions of the Barrack Act, 1897 ; 
sites where barracks were altered, buitt, 
or are in process of building, under the pro- 
visions of the Barrack Act, 1890; sites 
where barracks are to be altered or built 
under the provisions of the Military 
Works Bill; and enclosing in a black 
circle those sites disused, and the date of 
their disuse, since 1871. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot promise 
a map exhibiting al! the information asked 
for by the hon. and gallant Member, but 
I will have one prepared giving as much 
detail as can be collected without undue 


delay. 


Sir. J. COLOMB: Will it be in the 
Library before the Committee Stage of 
the Works Bill is reached ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: That will depend 
on the arrangement of the business of 
the House. I hope to get it done within 
the week. 


OFFICERS IN WOOLWICH 

ARSENAL. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
in view of the official statement that the 

| work in Woolwich Arsenal would be car- 
|ried out jointly by naval and military 
| officers, will he state how many naval 
| officers are now employed in the Arsenal, 
and whether any of them are under 
notice to leave ; if so, how many, and how 
many naval officers will remain ; also, 
how many inspecting officers there are, 
and how many are naval men; and, 
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whether, in view of the experience of 
naval officers in guns and gun mounting, 
and their special knowledge of naval 
requirements, he will consider the advis- 


ability of employing as many naval 
oficers as military officers in the 
Arsenal. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Two naval officers 
were formerly employed in the Arsenal. 
The posts held by them have been 
abolished, and a fresh post will be 
created, which will always be filled by a 
naval officer. Only three naval officers 
have qualified for the Inspection Staff, 
and they are all now employed as in- 
spectors, one of them at Woolwich. It is 
not easy to find highly qualified naval 
officers willing to give up the sea service 
necessary to advancement in order to take 
an appointment on shore. The Secre- 
tary of State and the First Lord of the 
Admiralty have not failed to confer with 
reference to the employment of naval 
oficers in the Arsenal. 


Sir J. COLOMB: Does “naval 
diicers”” include officers of the Royal 
Marine Artillery ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There are, as the 
hon, and gallant Member knows, some 
oficers of the Royal Marine Artillery 
employed, but the figures I have given I 
think refer only to officers of the Royal 
Navy. 


CANTEEN AND MESS CO-OPERATIVE 
SOCIETY. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask | 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office, | 
in reference to the contract for groceries, | 
provisions, &¢., in Cork Military District, 
whether he has seen a list of the prices 
for articles largely in consumption at 
which a local firm and the Canteen and | 
Mess Co-operative Society respectively | 
tendered to supply ; whether he will cause | 
inquiry to be made as to why the contract | 
lor groups 2 and 4, groceries, provisions, | 
tw, was placed with the Canteen and | 
Mess Co-operative Society at prices higher 
than tendered for by a local contractor | 
who had previously satisfactorily supplied 










the Cork District for many years; and | 
an he state whether the General Officer | 
it present commanding the Cork District | 
is bound by the promise of the Secretary | 
of State for War in April, 1895, to the 
fect that the Department was moving in 
the direction of procuring good articles at 





{17 Jury 1899} 


994 


/a moderate price in the district itself ; 

and, if so, will the attention of the Gene- 
ral Officer commanding be called to the 
declaration of general policy in regard to 
contracts for military supplies. 


| *THeE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.): In answer 
to the first paragraph of the question, I 
have to say that I have seen an incom- 
plete list of prices furnished to me by the 
hon. Member. Comparison of articles by 
price list irrespective of quality is no 
guarantee of value; the contract for 
groups 2 and 4 was placed with the Co- 
operative Society on account of the better 
value offered to the soldier. [I find on 
inquiry that the board which selected 
this society for groups 2 and 4 also 
selected local firms for other groups, and 
there seems no reason why their judg- 
ment should have erred in one case and 
not in the other. In answer to the third 
paragraph, the General Officer command- 
ing, Cork, favours the placing of canteen 
contracts locally, provided that the inter- 
ests of the soldier do not suffer thereby. 


Questions. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 
the hon. Gentleman aware that on the 
occasion referred to in the question the 
late Secretary for War expressed the 
opinion that the sounder system was to 
permit canteen committees to exercise 
their own discretion in these matters ? 

*Mr. J. POWELL WILLAMS : That 
is precisely what they do do. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Finan- 


|cial Secretary to the War Office is he 


aware that Major Rawnsley, who has 
recently been appointed Inspector of 
Canteen Supplies in Cork Military Dis- 
trict, was connected with the board of 
the Canteen and Mess Co-operative 
Society in 1896: and whether it is in 


| accordance with the rules of the Service 


that a trading society so closely connected 
with officers on active service should 
compete with ordinary traders in the 
contracts for military supplies, in view of 
the fact that these officers are concerned 
in the approval or rejection of tenders. 


*Mr. J. POWELL WILLIAMS: It is 
a part of the duty of Major Rawnsley, as 
an officer of the Army Service Corps, to 
assist in inspecting canteen supplies ; but 
the canteen management of eack district 
is subject to the periodical independent 


2M 2 





995 


inspections of the Deputy Assistant 
Adjutant-Gencrals for Supply Inspection, 
neither of whom are interested in the 
Canteen and Mess Co-operative Society. 


Questions. 


The second paragraph of the hon. 
Member’s question has already been 


answered. 


RED SEA TELEGRAPH COMPANY. 

Sm JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to ask’ the Secretary of State for India 
what is the sum in rupees payable this 


year from the revenue of India to the | 


late Red Sea Telegraph Company ; how 
much has been contributed from the 


revenues of India to that company since | 


1865, when its cable was lost ; on what 
ground has this contribution been made ; 
and can any plan of commutation or 
compromise he arranged with the repre- 
sentatives of the late company for the 


relief of the Indian revenue from this 
charge. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 


STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 


right hon. friend has asked me to answer | 
the question addressed to him to-day. | 


The reply to this question is as follows : 


In round figures the payment this year | 


on account of Red Sea and Indian Tele- 
graphs is estimated at 274,000 rupees ; 
the exact payment will be £18,027. 
The payments since the 1st of April, 1865, 
have been £18,027 for thirty-four years 
(excluding the current year), amounting 
to £512,918. 
to Her Majesty’s Exchequer under the 
provisions of the Red Sea and India Tele- 
graph Company ‘Act of 1862 (25 and 
26 Vict., c. 39, sec. 7). 


ment will be made on the 4th of August, | : 
= |standing the above arrangement, the 


1908. 


CALCUTTA MUNICIPAL BILL. 

Mr. J. H. ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will state 
whether any recommendations have been 
made by the Viceroy to the Legislative 
Council of Bengal in regard to the com- 
position of the corporation and of the 
general committee under the Calcutta 
Municipal Bill at present under considera- 
tion; and, if so, whether he is in 
position to state their nature. 

Mr. BRODRICK (for Lord G. 
HAMILTON): The Government of India, 
after receiving the Caleutta Municipal 
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| Bill as amended by the Select Committee 


My | 


The contribution is made | 


The last pay- | 
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of the Local Legislative, is consulting the 
Bengal Government as to the attitude of 
the Government on the further stage of 
| the Bill. At the present time, while 
| discussion between the two Governments 
is proceeding, it would not be convenient 
|for me to make any statement regarding 
| the views of the Government of India on 
| the subject. 


PRINCE RANJITSINGJI. 


| The following question appeared on 
| the Paper :— 


Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central); 
|To ask the Secretary of State for India 


'whether in September, 1878, Kumar 
Shri Ranjitsingji Vibhaji, commonly 


| known as Prince Ranjitsingji, was for- 
'merly raised by his adoptive father, the 
‘late Jam Saheb of Nowanagar, to be the 
heir and successor of His Highness to 
ithe Gadi of Nowanagar, in accordance 
with Rajput custom, with the sanction 
|and approval of the Indian Government, 
subject to the condition that nothing 
should be allowed to disturb his settled 
status and succession except the birth of 
'ason born to Jam Saheb by one of his 
Rajput wives, wedded to him by such 
nuptial ties as alone were sanctioned 
‘amongst Rajputs by law, custom, and 
religion, and were then entitled to the 
rank, dignity, and appellation of a Rani; 
whether he is aware that the late Jam 


Saheb had thirteen legitimate Rani 
wives and five Mohammedan concu- 
|bines, four of whom were _ sisters, 
land that none of the Rani wives 
bore him a_ son~ who © survived; 


| will he explain why in 1885, notwith- 


Indian Government, without any previous 
notice to Prince Ranjitsingji or _ his 
natural father, and without public and 
legal inquiry into the facts, decided to 
allow the Jam Saheb to set aside Prince 
Ranjitsingji as heir to the Gadi in favour 
of Jasvantsingji, the son of one of the 
aforesaid Mohammedan concubines, who 
was not a Rani, and whose son, even if 
born to the Jam Saheb, was excluded 
| from the succession by the instrument to 
| which the Government was a party, under 
| which Prince Ranjitsingji’s adoption and 
heirship could only be nullified by the 
birth of a legitimate son to a Ram; 
whether, in spite of repeated applications, 
Prince Ranjitsingji has not been informed 
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by the Indian Government of the grounds | 
on which the Gadi was taken from him, | 
and has been refused any inquiry into his 
rights ; and whether he will order that a! 
commission of inquiry shall issue as to | 
the legal rights of Prince Ranjitsingji in 
the circumstances, under Rajput law and | 
custom, and the engagement of the 
Indian Government. 


The Question was not asked, the hon. 
Member in whose name it stood having 
postponed it at the request of the noble 
Lord the Secretary of State for India. 


| 
MACLEAN (Cardiff) : I, 


Sir, whether it is in | 


] 
| 
| 


Mr. J. M. 
desire to ask you, 
order for an hon. Member of this House 
tosuggest, as is done in this question, 
that a native Prince who has been duly 
recognised by the Government of India | 
may not be the son of his supposed | 
father, and that his mother was one of a, 
family of four sisters, who were all con- | 
cubines of the late Rajah ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: The question, [| 
understand, is not asked at present. The. 
hon. Member had better wait until it is 
asked. 


Sim H. H. FOWLER (Wolverhampton, | 
E.): May I call your attention to the | 
question, Sir, and ask you whether it is 
in order to put into a question a great | 
many disputed questions as statements of | 
mode of | 


fat? It is a very serious 
making accusations both against the 


Government of India and certain native 
Princes which, I think, when the Question | 
comes to be answered, will be found to | 
be without basis in fact. 


Mr. SPEAKER: My attention has 
not been particularly called to the exact 
framing of the question, but I will look 
at it carefully ; and if I think it is irre- 
gular I will take care that it is put down 
inan amended shape or not at all. 


PRECAUTIONS AGAINST PLAGUE. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for For eign Affairs whether 
the attention of the Government has been 
directed to the danger of the advance of 
plague by way of Persia and Turkey into | 
Europe ; and whether they are taking, or | 
will take, steps to obtain the co- operation 
of the Great Powers in inducing the | 
Governments of Persia and Turkey to | 
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take effectual measures for checking the 
advance of plague in those countries. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Her Majesty’s 
Government believe that the principles of 
the Venice (Plague) Convention of 1897 
are sufficient to protect any country 
adopting them from the danger of an 
invasion of plague. That Convention is 


Questions. 


| based on the principle that a country 
'should place its sanitary organisation in 
| such a condition that it can easily deal 


with any case of plague that may be 
imported into or be detected in its 
territory. Her Majesty’s Government 
would be very glad to see the Govern- 
ments of Persia and Turkey place their 
sanitary organisation in a condition that 


| would enable them to adopt the Conven- 


provisions, and 
owers, taken steps to make their views 
Pe , taken steps t uke their view 
known to the Governments in question. 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he could, con-' 
sistently with the public interest, now 
state the number of Uitlanders in the 
South African Republic that would within 
a reasonable time receive the franchise 
for the first Volksraad ; and how many 
seats they would be able to command 
under the latest proposals of President 
Kruger. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I do not know what 
the hon. Member means by a reasonable 


time, but Sir A. Milner considers that 
'under President Kruger’s scheme the 


number enfranchised would be consider- 
ably less than half of those who might 


come in under Sir. A. Milner’s. As 
regards the second question, Sir A. 


Milner says it is uncertain whether they 
would be able to command any of the 
four seats, although it cannot be positively 
affirmed that they would not. 


Mr. J. M. MACLEAN: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say if that is President 
Kruger’s own version of the law, as he is 
now in communication with him ? 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : If the hon. 
Gentleman had done me the honour of 
listening to my reply, he would have 
heard that I had stated it on Sir Alfred 
Milner’s authority. 








999 Questions. 
Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin): 


Is my right hon. friend able to say within 


what time the half would come on. 
Would it be immediately ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I assume 
that it means immediately. There would 
immediately be something considerably 
less than one-half of the number that 
would come on under Sir Alfred Milner’s 
scheme. But whatever number comes 
on, in Sir Alfred Milner’s opinion it is 
not certain they would gain a seat. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say how soon half 
of the people of India will be admitted to 
the franchise ? 


(No answer was given to the question). 


Str WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for 


South Africa are reliefs or reinforce- 


ments. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: They are sent as 
reliefs ; but if circumstances should require 
such a step, the batteries now in South 
Africa might be retained, and the reliefs 


in that case would become reinforcements. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether there is any foundation 
for the statement in the Cape Times that 
Sir Alfred Milner’s despatch of 4th May 
was not intended for immediate publica- 
tion. 


Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 


SOUTH AMERICAN LIVE STOCK 


TRADE. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick’s): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he can state how 
many vessels in the South American live 


stock trade were blacklisted ; and how 


many of those have been released, and 
for what reason. 

THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liverpool, 
West Derby): I have nothing to add 
to the answer I gave the hon. Member on 
the 7th inst. with regard to this question, 
which reappears on the Paper in the same 
form later on. 
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War | 
whether the three batteries of artillery | 
stated by him to be under orders for | 
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| THE DOG MUZZLING ORDER IN 
YORKSHIRE. 


CoLtonEL GUNTER: (York, W.R, 
Barkston Ash): I beg to ask the 
| President of the Board of Agriculture if 
| he is now in a position to say when the 
| muzzling order will be taken off the agri- 
‘cultural parts of the West Riding of 
| Yorkshire. 
| Mr. LONG: I am not yetin a position 
|to make any definite announcement on 
this subject, but I recognise the patience 
and co-operation which has been extended 
| to me in the performance of a difficult 
duty, and I hope it may not be long be- 
| fore I am able to give effect to the wishes 
of my hon. and gallant friend and his 
| colleagues in this matter. In the case of 
| the West Riding the only obstacle is my 
desire to complete the arrangements 
| necessary for preventing the re-introdue- 
' tion of the disease. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL, 
Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
| President of the Board of Agriculture if 
| he will state the amounts which will be 
| deducted from the sums payable to the 
Counties ‘of Devonshire, Exeter, Plymouth, 
| and Devonport, respectively, out of the 
| Local Taxation Grant under the Tithe 
Rent-charge (Rates) Bill. 


Mr. LONG: The share of the counties 
and county boroughs named in a sum of 
| £87,000 distributed in the proportion of 
|what are known as the “discontinued 
| grants” would amount to £1,297, £123, 
£183, and £100, respectively. 


| Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
| Hallam): I beg to ask the President of 
|the Board of Agriculture whether the 
Sheffield City Council are correct in esti- 
' mating that the effect of the Tithe Rent- 
charge (Rates) Bill will be to diminish 
| the amount receivable by Sheffield in aid 
of the rates to the extent of about £700 
' per annum, none of which will, under the 
| Bill, be receivable by Sheffield clergy. 
Mr. LONG: The share of Sheffield in 
/a sum of £87,000 distributed on the basis 
| of the “discontinued grants” is £686. I 
‘cannot say definitely what operation the 
| Bill would have so far as the incumbents 
| of benefices within the borough are con- 
‘cerned, but my impression is that in the 
| case of one of the townships some little 
‘relief will be given. In most of the 
others land appears to have been allotted 
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in lieu of tithes prior to 1836; but | 
whether the land is rateable, and if so, | 
on what basis, I have no means of 
knowing. 


IRISH CUSTOMS OFFICERS. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether a uniform is issued to, 
and must be worn on duty by Customs 
Officers in Ireland ; what is the first cost 
of the uniform for each grade of officer 
to the State; and what is the amount 
which the officer of each grade is obliged 
to pay for the uniform. I beg further to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the Government supply uniforms 
to Customs Officers in Ireland; what is 
the price paid per uniform by the State ; 
and what is the price charged for the 
uniform to each officer. 


THE CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks-BeEacu, Bristol, 
W.): Uniform must be worn by Customs 
Officers when on duty. There is no charge 
by the State to Customs Officers of any 
rank for their uniform. Some of the 
lower grades of officers are supplied with 
uniforms at the public expense. Other 
Customs Officers procure their uniforms at 
their own expense. In the latter case, I 
have no means of knowing the amounts 
paid by individual officers. 


BURIAL LAWS. 


Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether, in view of legislation for 
the amendment of the Burial Laws, he 


will refrain from compelling — burial 
authorities who have to _ provide 
additional unconsecrated ground in 


cemeteries to also provide additional 
consecrated ground, although it is not at 
the present time required. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
WuitE Riptey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
While the law as to the consecration of 
burial grounds stands I must, of course, 
enforce it ; but it is quite consistent with 
the practice of the Home Office in doing 
so that where sufficient consecrated ground 
exists for present uses the consecration of 
a portion of any additional ground should 
be postponed. 
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CASE OF MARY ANSELL. 

Mr. DALZIEL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment a question of which I have given 
him private notice ; whether, with ref- 


|erence to the decision arrived at in re- 


gard to the case of Mary Ansell, con- 
sideration was given to the fact that her 
two sisters are insane; that all her 
mother’s sisters died in asylums; that 
Dr. Forbes Winslow, the eminent 
specialist, has pronounced as his em- 
phatic opinion that the prisoner was not 
responsible for her actions ; and, further, 
that no evidence on the question of in- 
sanity was produced at the trial; and 
whether he has any objection to the 
publication of the Report of the two 
experts appointed to inquire into the 
case. 

Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : Following 
the course which has always been adopted 
by my predecessors, I must decline to lay 
before the House a Report made for the 
purpose of assisting me in giving advice 
to Her Majesty, for which I alone am re- 
sponsible. I may, however, state that all 
the circumstances of the case, including 
the family history of the convict, were most 
anxiously considered by me as well as by 
those who assisted me. The opinion of 
Dr. Forbes Winslow—who was, however, 
not consulted by me—was also before me 
and was fully considered. 


THE COTTAGE HOMES BILL. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE(Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Local Government Board 
whether he will bring to the knowledge of 
boards of guardians by circular the por- 
tions of the recommendations of the 
Select Committee on the Cottage Homes 
3ill which can be carried out under the 
existing law ; and what portions of the 
Report would need legislation. 

THE PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHap- 
LIN, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): The Report 
of the Select Committee referred to was 
only delivered a few days since, and the 
evidence taken by the Committee has not 
vet been issued. I am considering the 
Report, but I am not at present in a 
position to say what course should be 
adopted with regard to it. Legislation 
would apparently be required to give 
effect to some at least of the recommend- 
ations, but the question of legislation is 
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not urgent, for in any case it could not 
be attempted this session. 


MARYLEBONE INFIRMARY. 

Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
(Government Board whether he has sanc- 
tioned the Marylebone Board of Guard- 
ians’ expenditure of £12,000 on a new 
infirmary, probation wards, and receiving 
house at their schools at Southall ; and if 
he will state what is to be done with the 
eld infirmary, probation ward, and receiv- 
ing house. 

Mr. CHAPLIN: The answer to the 
first paragraph of the question is in the 
affirmative. The expenditure will include 
the conversion of the present infirmary 
into class rooms. 
probationary ward or receiving house at 
Southall. There will be no addition to 
the number of children certified for the 
school. 


TREATMENT OF PAUPER CHILDREN. 

Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
if he will grant a Return of the number 
of children who are in infirmaries, work- 
houses, schools, scattered homes, certified 
homes, or are boarded out; of the num- 
ber of such children 
eare of each inspector, with the areas 
in which the inspection is arranged. 

Mr. CHAPLIN : The particulars which 
my hon. friend asks for in the first part 
of his question will be found in the half- 
yearly Returns of pauperism which are 
presented to Parliament of the number of 
children maintained by the guardians. 
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‘of £203,000, and propose to transfer 
the improvable children from Darenth 


Asylum to the boys’ and infants’ blocks ; 
whether the Local Government Board 
have assented to this expenditure for this 
purpose ; how many children these blocks 


| will accommodate ; and whether the Local 


There is at present no | 


Government Board are advised that the 
strong recommendations of the Depart- 
mental Committee on Defective and 
Epileptic Children, that no more than 
twenty children should be accommodated 
in one home, can safely be neglected in 
this case ; if not, whether he proposes to 
take any steps to see that the recommen- 
dations are not neglected. 

Mr. CHAPLIN: The Metropolitan 
Asylums Board have agreed to purchase 
the property referred to, “and the necessary 


| Order will shortly be issued by the Local 


Government Board. It is believed that 
the Asylums Board contemplate using 


‘the infants’ block for the reception of im- 


who are under the | 


The latest of these Returns was ordered | 


on the 8th March and issued in May, 
1899, and I would draw the attention of 
my hon. friend to the figures in this Re- 
turn. With regard to the second part of 
the question, these children are inspected 
by a variety of different inspectors, 
according to the class to which they be- 
long. Iam not quite clear whether my 
hon. friend refers to all or to some of 
these inspectors, nor would it be easy in 
any case to give the information on these 
points. 
SUTTON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (York, W. R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
the Metropolitan Asylums Board have 
pirchased the Sutton Schools at a price 


shire, Hertford) : 


-ning next September, 


provable imbecile children ; but the scheme 
has not yet been formally submitted to 
the Local Government Board. The exact 
accommodation in the blocks in question 
cannot yet be stated, but the Committee 
of the Asylums Board, who visited them, 
estimated that the infants’ block would 
accommodate 250, and the boys’ block 
450 imbeciles. The Local Government 
Board are advised that the premises can 
be rendered suitable for the proposed 
purpose, but the details have not yet 
been settled. It must be borne in mind 
that the children at Darench are certified 
imbeciles, and are not defective children 
of the kind to which the Report of the 
Departmental Committee mentioned in 
the question related. 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD EXPENDI- 
TURE 

EVELYN CECIL  (Hertford- 
I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether, in view of the auditor 
of the London School Board having disal- 
lowed important items of expenditure in 
connection with science and art classes 
under the Board, the Education Depart- 
ment will take steps to prevent the Board 
from continuing to incur this illegal ex- 
penditure for the new school year, “pegin- 
in defiance of ‘the 
auditor’ s decision; whether continued 
illegal action by the Board renders it liable 
to be declared in default ; ; and what steps 
will the Department take. 


Mr. 
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THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University): The 
Committee of Council have no reason to 
believe that the London or any other 
School Board will deliberately break the 
law. But it is not their duty to super- 
vise the expenditure by School Boards of 
the school rate, and they are advised that 
anillegal application of such rate would not 


Questions, 


justify them in declaring a School Board | 


in default. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER = (Kent, 
Thanet): Is my right hon. friend aware 
that the School Board referred to has, 
within his own knowledge, specifically 
broken the law ? 

Sir J. GORST: It is not within my 
official knowledge. 
ordinary channels of information that the 
auditor has surcharged certain items, but 
I am also informed, through the same 
channels, that the London School Board 
has appealed against the decision. 


SECRETARY FOR SECONDARY 
EDUCATION. 

Mr. JEBB (Cambridge University): I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether the appointment recently an. 
nounced of a Principal Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Science and Art Department, 
and a Principal Assistant Secretary of 
the Education Department, is to be 
understood as indicating that it is con- 
templated to organise the Education 
Office in two principal departments only— 
one for elementary and the other for 
technical education, secondary education 
proper being treated as subsidiary to, or 
included in the latter; whether he is 
aware that the willingness to accept 
inspection which has been intimated by 
the authorities of many public secondary 
schools rested on the belief, created by 
the speeches of the Lord President of 
the Council on Ist August, 1898, and 
2nd May, 1899, that in the re-organised 
Education Office there would be a depart- 


ment for secondary education proper, | 


separate from that for technical education, 
or including the latter as a sub-division ; 
and whether he can give an assurance 
that, in any re-constitution of the Educa- 
tion Office which may follow the passing 
of the Board of Education Bill, secondary 
education shall be represented by a secre- 
tary distinet from, and not subordinate 


{17 JuLy 1899} 


I have seen in the} 


1006 


| to, those who have charge of elementary 
and technical education respectively. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I beg at 
the same time to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Education 
whether, with a view to allaying certain 
apprehensions entertained by teachers in 
the higher secondary schools, he will 
state, either now or when the Board of 
Education Bill comes again before the 
House, the administrative arrangements 
which Her Majesty’s Government con- 
template for enabling the proposed Board 
of Education to discharge the new duties 
proposed to be entrusted to it with regard 
to secondary and technical education, so 
far as any conclusions regarding those 
arrangements have yet been reached. 

Srr J. GORST: The Committee of 
Council are of opinion that the work of 
the Board of Education in relation to 
secondary education will differ widely in 
character and extent from that which 
relates to elementary education and 
science and art teaching. The division 
of the Board charged with secondary 
education proper cannot be completely 
organised till some experience has been 
obtained of the extent and character of 
the work. But it is not intended to 
entrust this work to either of the existing 
Departments, but to a third official, whose 
responsibility to the principal secretary 
will be distinct from and equal to that of 
the two existing assistant secretaries. 
Instructions to that effect will be given 
to the Departmental Committee which 
will consider the organisation of the 
Department. 


Mr. BRYCE: Is it intended that this 
Departmental Committee shall begin to 
consider this question as soon as the Bill 
now before the House has passed ? 

Sir J. GORST: I am afraid I cannot 
answer that question without notice. 


CotonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping): Will a representative of second- 
ary education be placed on this Depart- 
mental Committee ? 

Sir J. GORST: I am afraid I must 
also have notice of that question. 


ORKNEY SHERIFF CLERK. 


Str LEONARD LYELL (Orkney and 
Shetlands): I beg to ask the Lord 


| Advocate whether he can state the condi- 
1 
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tions on which the SheriffClerk for Orkney 
was appointed, and particularly whether 
these terms precluded him from acting as 
factor for local proprietors. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. | 


GRAHAM MurRAy, Buteshire) : The 
commission of the Sheriff Clerk of Orkney, 


who was appointed in 1892, is in the same | 


terms as that of his predecessor. I have 
no information as to what duties the 
Sheriff Clerk is able to perform for local 
proprietors, but he is not precluded from 
undertaking them by the terms of his 
commission. 


CABLE COMMUNICATION WITH 
IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster-General, whether he can state 
how much money has been spent upon 
laying cables between England and Ire- 
land, and what has been the financial 
result to the Government ; whether com- 
plaints have been received regarding 
insufficient means of telegraphic com- 
munication ; and whether he will increase 
the number of wires to meet public 
convenience. 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. _ HaAneury, 
Preston): I cannot state how much 
money has been spent upon laying cables 


between England and Irelard, or what 
has been the financial result. Some of 


the cables were laid by the old telegraph 
companies, and the price paid for them 
by the State cannot be distinguised in 
the purchase-money of the undertakings 
of the companies. There has been little 
complaint recently regarding insufficient 
means of communication, as an additional 
cable containing four wires has been laid 
and brought into use this year. So far 
as the requirements of the public are con- 
cerned, there appears to be no necessity 
to further increase the number of wires. 


DUBLIN POST OFFICE. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster-General, if 
he is aware that “learners” employed at 
a salary of 6s. per week in the Dublin 
Post Office have been compelled to per- 
form despatching duties similar to those 
performed by officers in receipt of salaries 
of from 20s. per week upwards ; if, on 


protesting against performing such duties, 
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| they were informed by a paper from the 
| Controller of the Sorting Office, Dublin, 
that if they did not wish to do these 
| duties they could go and seek work else- 
where ; and if arrangements will be made 
to allow the officers in question to per- 
form none but learning duties until they 
are paid a higher wage than 6s. per week, 
i.e, when they are placed on the estab- 
lished list and receive the initial salary of 
12s. per week. 


Mr. HANBURY: The learners to 
whom the hon. Member refers perform 
half a day’s work in the Dublin Sorting 
Office on the minor despatching duties 
as part of their training, and for this they 
receive 6s. a week, or half the minimum 
pay of the established class for a full day’s 
work. During the remaining four hours 
of the day’s attendance they are employed 
in learning telegraphy and other postal 
duties. It would not, of course, be 
possible to certify that the learners are fit 
for permanent employment until they 
have had practical experience of the work, 
and the Postmaster- General sees no 
reason for altering the arrangement, which 
is obviously in their own _ interests. 
Certain of the Dublin learners appear to 
have objected to this arrangement, and 
they were properly informed that, if they 
were not prepared to comply with the 
regulations of the office, it would be 
better for them to seek other employ- 
ment. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster-General, if 
he is aware that, owing to insufficiency of 
staff on evening duty in the Dublin Sort- 
ing Office, despatching officers are not 
allowed sufficient time to do their duties 
carefully, and therefore the missending of 
correspondence to the inconvenience of 
the public is inevitable ; and that the said 
despatching officers are punished month 
after month by being compelled to do 
extra duty without payment owing to 
this system; and whether a number of 
officers have been called upon for explana- 
tions to know why their annual salary 
increments should not be arrested for mis- 
sending irregularities which occurred 
under such conditions, and if he will 
order the withdrawal of those explana- 
tions, and have arrangements made by 
which the officers are allowed sufficient 
time for the performance of their duties. 
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Mr. HANBURY: The staff employed | the Belfast central office, the sanitary 
on the evening duty in the Dublin Sort- | authority to inspect these sub-offices. 


ing Office is sufficient, and under ordinary 
circumstances the despatching officers have 
ample time to perform their duties pro- 


perly. 


frequent, and the amount of punishment | 


inflicted on that account is considerably 
less than formerly. Certain of the officers, 
however, who were frequently reported 
for careless missending of correspondence 


have been properly called upon for expla- | 


nation and for any reasons they might 
have to urge why their increments of pay 
should not be arrested. In only one 
instance, however, has it been found 
necessary to withhold the increment. 


TELEGRAPHISTS IN 


LONDON. 


Mr. M‘GHEE (Louth, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as re- 


FEMALE 


Cases of missending are now less | 


Mr. HANBURY: There are two 
branch post offices in Belfast, which 
despatch but do not receive telegrams. 
In these cases the staff is established, and 
their duties rotate with those of the head 
office staff. There are also several town 
sub-post offices, which despatch but do 
not receive telegrams. In these cases the 
assistants are not established, but are 
servants of the sub-postmasters, and they 
have no opportunity of receiving tele- 
grams. Both the branch post offices are 
provided with adequate lavatory and 


| sanitary accommodation, and there is no 
objection to the local sanitary authority 


| postmasters, 


resenting the Postmaster-General, will | 
oD ’ | 


he explain why female telegraphists in 
London, who are in receipt of 38s. per 


week, and receive in addition 3s. 6d. per | 


week as risk money, paid weekly, have 
recently been called upon to furnish a 


receipt stamp for these payments, seeing | 


that for neither amount can it be legally 
demanded and that separate receipts are 
given for the two amounts. 


Mr. HANBURY: The amounts in 
question, though shown separately on the 
pay sheets for departmental purposes, 
really form the remuneration of the 
officer for the week, and in cases where 
the total is £2 and upwards a receipt 
stamp is required by law. 


BELFAST TELEGRAPH OFFICES. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster-General, if 
in the branch telegraph sub-offices of 
Belfast, which are offices for the despatch 
but not the receiving of telegrams, there 
is any established system 
through which assistants in such offices 
may have practice occasionally in the 
receiving of telegraphic messages ; are all 
branch sub-offices in Belfast sufficiently 
provided with lavatory and other neces- 
sary sanitary accommodation for the 
assistants employed therein ; and, if not, 
will he state whether the official in charge 
of the Department is responsible; and 
will the Postmaster-General permit, as he 


inspecting them ; but the sub-post offices 
being on the private premises of the sub- 
the Department has no 
power, as regards them, to give permission 
for an inspection, but they are subject to 
the ordinary sanitary regulations of the 
town. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION REPORT. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, when the Annual Report of the 
Irish Land Commission for the year end- 
ing the 3lst March, 1899, will be pub- 
lished ; and whether any efforts will be 
made to place it in the hands of Members 
at the earliest opportunity. 

THE CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): This Report is almost ready 


‘and will, it is expected, be laid on the 
Table in the course of the present week. 


of reliefs | 


has so satisfactorily done in the case of | 


ESTATES IN THE LAND JUDGES’ 
COURT. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 


| Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether complete returns of the 
estates in the Land Judges’ Court to which 
the 40th section of the Land Act, 1896, 
applies have been published ; and, if not, 
will he explain why ; and whether he can 
give any assurance that the work in 
arrears will be expedited. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Three re- 
turns of estates over which receivers have 
been appointed, prepared in relation to 
proceedings under the enactment referred 
to, were laid on the Table of the House in 
May, 1897, and March, 1898. A further 
return on the subject will, it is expected, 
be ready for presentation early next year. 
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TRIM UNION NIGHT NURSE. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
whether he is | 


Lieutenant of Ireland 
aware that the guardians of the Trim 


° ° | 
Union have a night nurse whose hours of 
duty are ten hours a night for seven | 


nights in the week, and is also bound by 
the guardians to attend all maternity 


eases in the day time, as there is no_ 


qualified day nurse for the maternity 


ward ; has this fact been brought under | 
Government | 


the notice of the Local 
Board ; and what action, if any, has the 
Board taken in the matter. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply 
to the first paragraph of the question is in 
the affirmative. The hours of duty of the 
night nurse, from 9 p.m. to 7 a.m., are 
not as a rule objected to by night nurses. 
The duty devolving on the night nurse 
of attending on maternity cases is seldom 
exercised. Only six cases of the kind 
have occurred during the last fifteen 
months. The attention of the Local 
Government Board has recently been 
drawn to the matter, and they have called 
upon the Medical Officer for a report as 


to the nursing arrangements in the 
workhouse. This report has not yet 


been received. 


THE WILLIAM BUTLER ESTATE, 
COUNTY CLARE. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can explain 
the delay in completing the sale to the 
tenants of lots 5, 8, and 10, part of the 
William Butler estate in County Clare and 
County Galway, ordered by Mr. Justice 
Ross to be sold under the 40th Section of 
the Land Act, 1896, on the 18th of 
December, 1897. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am in- 
formed that several difficulties have arisen 
as to the resettlement of the rental of the 
holdings on the lots mentioned, and that 
considerable delay has also been occa- 
sioned by the tenants on lot 5 subdividing 
the holding among themselves without the 
authority of the Court, and the refusal of 
two of the tenants to comply with the 
undertaking given by their solicitor when 
the Order of December, 1897, was made. 


BALTIMORE RAILWAY AND PIER. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
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‘land whether the Congested Districts 


Board, the T'reasury, and the Cork and 
Bandon Railway Company guaranteed 
£3,500 each for the completion of the 
Baltimore Railway and Pier to deep 
water; whether the Cork and Bandon 
Railway Company have not fulfilled their 
agreement ; whether the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board will take up the completion 
of this work; whether he is aware that 
in consequence of this want of connection 
the large amount previously expended 
cannot be utilised for the transit of fish ; 
and whether he will recommend a grant 
for the purpose. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This question 
is a repetition of one put to me on Mon- 
| day last by the hon. Member for Kilkenny 

on behalf of the hon. Member for the 
' St. Patrick Division of Dublin, and I 
must refer to the answer then given by 
me. 


IRISH GOLD ORNAMENTS AND 
TREASURE TROVE. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if the Government have taken 
the opinion on the Question of treasure 
trove of the Irish law officers with regard 
to the Irish gold ornaments ; and, if so, 
if he will state what that opinion is. 

THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): The Irish law officers have advised, 
but a question has been raised by the 
trustees of the British Museum as to the 
exact effect of their opinion. Further 
reference has therefore become neces- 
sary. 


THE VOLUNTEER VOTE. 

SirJ. FERGUSSON (Manchester, N.E.): 
On behalf of the hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber for the Rye Division of Sussex, I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, when the Army Estimates are 
next discussed, he will be able to arrange 
that a portion of the time thus expended 
may include the Volunteer Vote. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to 
take the Navy and Army Votes on 
Friday ; and I believe that the Volunteer 
Vote stands first among the Army Votes 
at present undiscussed. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Str H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): 1 beg to ask the First 
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make a statement to the House as to 
public business. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir ; 
pose to make the statement to- day. 


[ pro- 


{17 JuLy 
Lord of the Treasury whether he will | 


leases of that kind. 


1899} Water Bill. 1014 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think it would 
he within my discretion to deal with 
With regard to 
this particular case I have not considered 


it with reference to what steps I should 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 


On making your motion ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


THE PREMATURE PUBLICATION 
REPORTS. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside): I wish to know whether 
your attention, Mr. Speaker, has been 
called to the second special Report of the 
Select Committee appointed by this 
House to consider the Cottage Homes 
Bill, and to the evidence given before the 
Committee that it is the practice for con- 
fidential and private documents to be 
sent, unprotected by sealed covers, from 
the Committee rooms to the printers ; 
and whether any steps will be taken to 
change this practice in accordance with 
the recommendation of the Committee. 


OF 


*Mr. SPEAKER: My attention has 
been called to the Report of the Commit- 
tee, and [ have made inquiries, As in- 
deed appears from the Report, the prac- 
tice referred to has been the practice of 
the Committee clerks for a great many 
years—as far back as the memory of 
any present officer goes. But it does not 
appear to be a good practice or one that 
is not capable of amendment; and 1 may 
say that it has already been amended. 
The Clerk of the House a fortnight ago 
gave directions that such documents 
should in future be placed in locked bags 
or boxes, and in sealed envelopes. 

Mr. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland): There is a question I should 
wish to ask with reference to the last 
recommendation in the special Report of 
the Committee, which is : 


|Report of the Committee, 


take. 


But probably I should require 
further 


evidence than there is in the 
in order 
justify me in taking any action. 


Mr. PAULTON: As it is a matter 
affecting the privileges of this House, I 
desire to call your attention to the fact 
that a pari agraph was published by The 
Times from its Lobby correspondent on 
Friday last directly imputing to the 
members of the Committee in question 
the conveyance of the information upon 


‘which their original paragraph was 
founded. That being so, it appears 


breach of the 
I mention this 


to me to be a direct 
privileges of this House. 
circumstance because it affects very 
largely the gravity of the recommenda- 
tions made by this Committee. 


TRAWLERS’ CERTIFICATES SUSPEN- 
SION BILL [Lords]. 
Order for Second Reading upon Wed- 
nesday read, and discharged. _Biil with- 
drawn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to :— 
GOOLE 


URBAN DISTRICT 


BILL, 


COUNCIL 
with Amendments. 


Amendments to— 


LIVERPOOL OVERHEAD RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords], 


ALL SAINTS’ CHURCH (CARDIFF) BILL 
[Lords], 


| GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords], 


“In view of the repeated publication of such | 


documents, your Committee recommend that 
the Lobby representative of any newspaper 


who publishes privileged documents should be | 


excluded from the precincts of the House.” 


I desire to ask you, Sir, whether any 


question concerning the carrying out of | 
that recommendation would be entirely | 


within your owndiscretionand jurisdiction, 
or whether it would require any expression | 
of opinion on the part of this House ? 


| LOWESTOFT WATER 
[Lords], 


AND GAS BILL 


TOTLAND WATER BILL [Lords]. 
| without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to remove doubts as to the 
Validity of certain Marriages.” — [Mar- 

| riages Validity (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 
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MARRIAGES VALIDITY (No. 2) BILL | to remedy an administrative incon- 
[Lords]. |venience. The Government are quite 


Read the first time ; to be read a) 
| measure which prove controversial if they 


second time upon Wednesday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 273.] 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMP- 
TION OF GOVERNMENT BUSINESS). 


was, almost to a day, this time last year 
when I asked the House to grant the 
privileges with regard to business which I 
ask for again in the Resolution which I 
propose to move. Last year it had the 
result that we finished our work without 
difficulty and without friction at a 
reasonable period of August ; and I think 
I may hope that the same privileges, 
granted at the same time of the year, 
would have a like result now. The 
House would naturally desire to know 
what business we hope to get through 
before August 12th—or before the date 
of the prorogation. 
12th because it happens to be the last 
day of a week, and, I may parenthetically 
say, that it is convenient for other 
interests and avocations. I will tell the 


prepared to drop any portions of the 


could hope without discussion to get this 
administrative portion of the Bill. Then 
there is the Charitable Loans (Ireland) 
Bill, about which questions have been 


_asked me from time to time by the Irish 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that it | 


Members, but which I fear may neces- 
sitate an amount of discussion which 
will render its chance of passing 
rather faint. Then in the next cate- 
gory of Bills come what I may describe 
as the two annual Bills—the Expiring 


| Laws Continuance Bill and the Public 


Works Loans Bill. They have not yet 
been introduced, and it is not usual to 
introduce them until the end of the 
session, but I have no reason to believe 
that they will lead to more controversy 
in the course of the present year than 


'they have done on previous occasions, 
' Then I come to certain departmental Bills 


I mention August | 


which I do not believe require any 
lengthened discussion—the Durham Pala- 
tine Court Bill, the Telegraph (Channel 
Islands) Bill, Electric Lighting Provi- 


sional Orders, the Lands Improvement 


House briefly exactly how Government | 


business stands. __I begin with a certain 
number of Bills which cannot pass if they 
are opposed and to which, if my informa- 
tion be accurate, no opposition need be 
feared. In this list are the Congested 
Districts Board (Ireland) Bill—a Bill in- 


troduced the other day by the Chief | 


Secretary, with the approval of the Irish 


Bill—which I think has passed the Grand 
Committee, and to which not much 
objection is taken. The Metropolitan 
Police (Salaries) Bill is also a_ small 
departmental measure. This list of Bills 
may sound a rather long catalogue, but I 
think it is felt on all sides that they are 
not Bills which will occupy any material 


portion of the time of Parliament. In 
the next class are Bilis of greater 


Members ; the Congested Districts Board | 
/importance, and involving greater con- 


(Scotland) Bill, the Bodies Corporate Bill, 
the Law Charges Bill, the University of 
London Act Amendment Bill—a small 
measure pressed upon the Government by 
the Commissioners under the London 
University Act, the sole object of which 
is to include Holloway College within the 
University of London; the Inebriates 
Act (1898) Amendment Bill—which is 
simply to correct an error in drafting ; 


troversy, which I may call administrative 


| Bills, to distinguish them from the pro- 


| the 
' Colonial 


jects of legislation of a somewhat different 
character. These Bills are the Niger 
Company Bill, the Naval Works Bill, 
Military Works Bill, and _ the 
Loans Bill. They are all 
important Bills, and some of them, no 


doubt, will require a certain amount of 


an Elementary Education Bill, dealing | 
will pass without any serious difficulty. 


with defective and epileptic children ; and 


a Bill of which I know nothing, but | 


which has come from the Lords and deals | 


with oysters. 
which I should like to believe were in this 
category, but of which I confess I have 
some doubts. One is the Lunacy Bill, 
which also comes from the Lords, and in 


regard to which I may be permitted to | 


say that I believe part of it is intended 


Then there are two Bills | 


discussion ; but I should hope that they 


The House will remember that under the 
Colonial Loans Bill, power is taken em- 
powering other Bills to be introduced. I 
think it possible that another Colonial 
Loans Bill, a daughter Bill, if I may so 
describe it, may be necessary. Then 
there is the Khartoum College Bill, which 
I do not think will take any time. Its 
only object is to enable the trustees of 
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the fund contributing to the Khartoum 
College to invest the money in Egyptian 
securities, which they cannot do with 
personal safety under the law as it at 
present stands. I should add that 
negotiations are now pending about the 
conversion of the Turkish Guarantee 
Loan of 1855. I do not know whether 
those negotiations will be brought to a 
satisfactory conclusion before the end of 
the session. If they are, as I have reason 
to believe, a Bill will be founded on them, 
and in the absence of opposition we shall 
deal with it also. But I recognise that it 
cannot be carried through without leading 
to some debate. There remain Bills 
dealing with general legislation. Of 
these, the Government propose only to 
pass those which have reached the Report 


stage, or those which are on_ the 
verge of it, and _ likely to pass, 


such as the Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction (Ireland) Bill. Among 
those Bills are the Telephones Bill, the 
Tithe Rent-charge Bill, the Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction (Ireland) Bill, the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Bill, the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Bill, and 
the Board of Education Bill. There are 
a good many other measures of general 
legislation which are not so fortunate as 
to have reached the Report stage or to 
have made any serious advance through 
Committee. Such, I am afraid, it will be 
impossible to deal with in the present 
year. Some of them I drop with parti- 
cular regret, like the Money-lending Bill, 
the Parish Churches (Scotland) Bill, and 
the Irish Tithe Rent-charge Bill. Of 
these measures I will only say that I hope 
they may be introduced at an early period 
next session and that they may have a 
better fate than that which we have been 
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| examined they will throw any necessary 


able to accord to them in the present year. | 


In addition to these there is the Com- 
panies Bill, which I do not think has yet 
reached us from the Lords, the Under- 
sized Fish Bill, the Metropolitan Streets 


Act (Amendment) Bill, the Trout Fishing | 
Annual Close Time (Scotland) Bill, the | 
Licensing Exemption (Houses of Parlia- | 
ment) Bill of my right hon. friend near | 


me, the President of the Board of Trade ; 


the Universities (Scotland) Bill, and the | 


Land Tax Commissioners Bill. 
think, really completes the account I have 


That, I) 


or undue strain upon the time or the 
labours of the House. In order to avoid 
any misunderstanding for the future, I 
ought to explain that it is, of, course, con- 
ceivable that some administrative necess- 
sity may arise for bringing in some short 
measure in connection with one or other 
of the departments of the State. I donot 
consider myself precluded from that 
should the exigencies of the public ser- 
vice render it absolutely necessary, but I 
hope that no such necessity will arise. I 
do not think I can add anything to this 
statement, which, if brief, is at all events, 
I hope, clear and not unsatisfactory in its 
character. I forgot, however, to add the 
Resolution brought in dealing with the 
new judge about whichI have spoken. I 
need only conclude by saying that, while 
asking the House to give up its cherished 
privileges as regards the Twelve o'clock 
rule, [ am only adopting an expedient 
found necessary at the close of every 


session. The House need not be 
afraid that the Government will 
abuse the privileges so granted to 


them, and I hope we may regard our- 
selves as being now within a measurable 
distance of a not ill-earned holiday. I beg 
to move. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That for the remainder of the session 
Government business be not interrupted 
under the provisions of any Standing 
Order regulating the sittings of the 
House, and may be entered upon at any 
hour though opposed ; and that at the 
conclusion of the Government business 
each day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the 
House without Question put.”—(Mr. 4. 
J. Balfour.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I think the House will be generally dis- 
posed to get over as early as possible the 
melancholy part of our proceedings, and 
to bid an affectionate farewell to those 
Bills which the right hon. Gentleman has 
told us he is not going to proceed with. 
I can only say in regard to those which 
he has condemned to that category, I 
think some of the Bills are measures of 
great importance in which the public took 


_a great interest, like the Money-Lending 


to give of the legislation which we bope | 


to pass and the legislation which we re- 
cognise cannot be passed ; and I do not 
think that if the Bills be attentively 


{ 


Bill and others which could be named. I 
think tke general public would have been 
better pleased if one or other of those 
Bills had been proceeded with and that 
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the Bill which recently occupied a con- | 
siderable portion of the attention of the | 
With that | 


House had been left alone. 
remark I dismiss the melancholy part of 
the subject. I understand that what the 
right hon. Gentleman meant with regard 


to the first list of Bills which he estimates | 


as unopposed is that the prosecuting of 
those Bills will be subject to the fact of 


their being unopposed, but that if in the | 


course of things serious opposition is dis- 
closed their fate will be necessarily 
endangered. I have: very few observa- 
tions to make on the statement of the 
First Lord. The right hon. Gentleman 
mentioned one or two administrative 
Bills. I am afraid that a good deal of time 
may be spent over them, as for example 
the Niger Company’s Bill and the Naval 
Works Bill—a measure which was pro- 
mised at the beginning of the session and 
which really was part of the elementary 
and fundamental business of the session. 
It ought to have beenin our hands long ago. 
The same remark applies to the Military 
Works Bill. These Bills should have 
been under our consideration together 
with the Estimates of the year. Instead 
of that we are still in the middle 
of the discussion on the Military Works 
3il], and the Naval Works Bill has not 
yet been presented to the House. I 
think that is a circumstance which is so 
remarkable that it ought to be referred to 
in order to invoke some degree of con- 
demnation on the part of the House, be- 
cause the sums of money involved are 
large. The expenditure involved is an 
expenditure which runs into the ordinary 
expenditure dealt with in the Estimates, 
and the House of Commons is placed at a 
disadvantage when so important a matter 
is not even before us at the end of July. 
However, we admit the importance of the 
Bill, and I can only hope that when it is 
introduced it will be of such a nature as 
not to provoke prolonged discussion or 
serious opposition. I understand that the 
programme which the right hon Gentle- 
man has put before us is a reasonable one 
from his point of view ; but, of course, it 
is distinctly understood that it excludes 
the possibility of the Government taking 
up any other Bills. The mght hon. 
Gentleman spoke of some possible con- 
tingency, some administrative Bills, the 
necessity of which may become apparent. 
That we quite understand, but the motion 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
made involves, of course, that the House 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 
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will be adjourned as soon as Government 
business is concluded each night, and 
that there will be no “starring” of pri- 
vate Members’ Bills, and no taking advan- 
tage of the motion to take up some Bill 
which at present is not within their list, 
I hope also the Twelve o’clock rule which 
governs our business will not be trans- 
gressed, except when occasion really arises 
for it. I understood from the right hon. 
Gentleman that the Twelve o’clock rule 
was not to be overridden day by day 
continually. At any rate, I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to use the liberty 
conceded to him in a lenient manner 
agreeably to the wishes of the House. 
On those conditions, the exclusion of what 
I may call the Uitlanders alien Parliamen- 
tary Bills which have not yet beenadmitted 
to the full franchise, and the promise of a 
lenient use of the powers that are given 
to him, I do not think there is anything 
in the proposals of the right hon. Gentle- 
man which is inconsistent with the ordi- 
nary practice of the House at this period 
of the session. 


House (Exemption). 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : The promise which 
the Leader of the Opposition has asked 
for with regard to Private Members’ Bills 
not being starred is made the more neces- 
sary this year, because last week a sort of 
half promise was given in another place 
to push forward in the course of the pre- 
sent session a Bill introduced by Lord 
Burghelere—the Commons Bill. Had 
that Bill remained in the form in which it 
was introduced, it would not have been 
opposed on this side, but it has been 
altered, and the Lords’ veto inserted, and 
I am atraid it will meet with severe oppo- 
sition. It is notorious, too, that there is 
another Private Member’s Bill which is 
fiercely opposed, and that is the Service 
Franchise Bill. I can tell the right hon. 
Gentleman that there will be very fierce 
opposition if he attempts to pass those 
Bills with the assistance of the present 
motion. Some reason ought to be given 
also for the dropping of the Land Tax 
Commissioners Bill, a most necessary Bill, 
because the Land Tax Commissioners 
appoint the Income Tax Commissioners, 
and, unless new names are put in, the 
whole appointments fall into the hands of 
the county magistrates, and urban in- 
| terests are not represented in the collec- 
| tion of income-tax. This Bill has always 
| been passed in the first session of a new 
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Parliament, and the right hon. Gentle-| upon such an Order as that made by the 
man the Member for West Monmouth- Home Secretary, as by Statute the Order 
shire when he was Leader of the Opposi- | must lie on the Table of the House of 
tion pointed out that this was a measure for Commons for forty days, so that a Motion 
which the House was responsible, and with | disagreeing with the Order may be raised 
which the Government had nothing to do. | if the House so desire. I trust, therefore, 
Last year the Leader of the House told us_ the Leader of the House will afford facili- 
he could not give the time necessary for | ties for this Debate. 

ssing it, because the Radical Members | r 1 t d 
had seized the opportunity to raise the| , pes seaseciet te saga ARON iaisiaial 
question of the qualification of magis-|<on and after To-morrow.’”—(Sir Charles 
trates. We did not think that a sufficient | Dizze.) 
reason, but at any rate no such motion | 
is down this year, and that being so we his diehiec beaeeeel 
surely ought to have some explanation | beim ciate 
of the reasons which have induced the) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I entirely 
Government to drop this most necessary | agree that nothing should be done 
Bill, as to which, too, we ought to have | materially to interfere with the statutory 
a distinct promise for next session. There | rights of Parliament. After all, if the 
is a motion on the Paper for to-night | House was given by Statute the right to 
in the name of the hon. Member for consider certain matters it would be like 
Leominster (employment of women over- | an evasion of the Statute by a side wind 
time in the jam industry), and, in order | to take the course I propose without any 
to allow that motion to be brought on, I | mitigating provision. The best plan to 
intend to move to amend the right hon. | meet the case would, I think, be that I 
Gentleman’s motion by providing that it should enter into an engagement with the 
shall take effect “on and after To-morrow.” | House that any motion brought forward 
The motion is a statutory one, and relates | under statutory authority shall be 
toone of those matters that for forty days | “starred” by the Government, and shall 
are laid on the Table in order that the therefore share the privileges accorded by 
House may have an opportunity of ex- the motion of the Government. If that 
pressing its dissent from administrative be acceptable I shall adopt that course. 
action. If this Amendment is carried the e : wah eee 
right hon. Gentleman will have exactly Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
the same time left to him as was granted | It occurs tO me It might be maintained, 
last year for winding up the business of if the cane suggested is followed, that 
the session. I would further point out “starred” motions are in the nature of 
the importance to the House of having Government business. T his is a Govern- 
this opportunity of discussing this matter. | Ment Order in Council which has to 
You, Mr. Speaker, in correcting last year be submitted for the opinion of the 
a malpractice which had grown up in House, and I therefore think the right 
these matters, stated that the House | hon. Gentleman will be justified in taking 
should be able freely to exercise the | the course he mentions. 


privilege which the Statute gives it, and| «gin CHARLES DILKE: When is it 
inasmuch as this motion was put down | proposed to take the motion about the 
; ; : do not think 
ment, instead of being taken, as it could |anything would be lost by taking it To- 


have been, at the close of the Home Office | night. 


Debate, I hope the Government will assent | 
Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : One of the 


to my Amendment. 
|inconveniences of the Government’s 


Sittings of the 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 


*Sir JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, | 
Leominster): I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the House will 
accept the Amendment, for there is a 


motion is that it prevents questions 
being put on the adjournment of the 
House. These powers have not been 
used for obstructive purposes in the past, 
would suggest that you are 





great deal of interest felt in this matter. | and I 
The discussion will not take long, and we | gratuitously limiting the very small 
hope to be able to bring it on before One amount of power which Parliament now 
o'clock. I think the House has a right to | possesses by preventing the discussion of 
have an opportunity of giving an opinion | motions of which the statutory forty 
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ays’ notice has been given, and by dis- 
days’ notice has been given, and by di 
allowing questions on the motion for 
adjournment. 


Sittings of the 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
It seems to me that the Leader of the 
Opposition must be a singularly innocent 
man if he supposes the First Lord is 
going to make a lenient use of his 
powers. We have had experience of the 
way the First Lord uses his powers. The 
right hon. Gentleman has sketched out 
enough work to last a whole session. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not speaking to the 
Amendment. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
Will the Leader of the House answer the 
question of the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Although 
technically these motions are not Govern- 
ment business, yet practically they have 
to be starred if they are to be taken at 
all after the rule is passed; therefore, I 
will propose to “star” my hon. friend’s 
motion and take it To-morrow. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE: I should 
have preferred it to be taken to-night, but, 
of course, we are in the hands of the 
Government. Under the circumstances I 
ask leave to withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I simply wish to enforce 
the appeal of the right hon. Member for 
the Forest of Dean with regard to the 
Land Tax CommissionersBill. According 
to my recollection it was formerly the 
universal practice to pass the Bill 
in the first session of a new Parlia- 
ment, and now we are in the fourth 
session. The passing of this Bill ought to 
be no longer delayed. 


Sir WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH 
‘Manchester, N.W.): I quite understand 
she objection to bringing Private Mem- 
bers’ Bills under this motion, but I submit 
it is very hard indeed that even at this 
stage of the session opportunity should 
not be given of discussing Bills to which 


there is ‘practically no objection on either, 


side. In‘the case of non-contentious Bills 
I think it is very little to ask that if it can 
Dr. Clark. 
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be shown that they are really non-con- 
tentious, and that they are supported on 
both sides of the House, they should be 
proceeded with. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) ; 
Might I ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
be a little more specific in his statement 
with regard to the Lunacy Bill—I mean 
the Lords Lunacy Bill. Do I understand 
that he expr essed an intention to dri yp it. 
Will he drop it if some portion of the 
Bill is dropped ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If I thought 
that dropping all the administrative 
clauses would secure its general accept- 
ance from the House I should be happy 
to take that course. 


Mr. BROADHURST: Is 


means of ascertaining that ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


every means in my power. 


there any 


I shall take 


Mr. BROADHURST: I should also 
like to ask when the Board of Education 
Bill will be taken. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR Not this 
week. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): [congratulate 
the right hon. Gentleman on dropping the 
Tithe Rent-charge (Ireland) Bill, which 
was one of the most iniquitous measures 
which have ever been brought before this 
House, and I trust that in the interval 
between this and next session he will 
come to see that it would be nothing less 
than an outrage to reintroduce it. With 
regard to the Charitable Loans Bill, that 
is a Bill which I think ought to pass, 
because the present state of things is 
nothing less than a scandal. It cannot 
pass, however, this year, because in its 
present shape it will inflict greater injury 
than benefit. I notice that in his state- 
ment the right hon. Gentleman said not a 
word upon the question of Supply. 
There are only two free days left for 
discussing Supply, in spite of the fact 
that three extra days have been voted, 
and I think we might fairly ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to inform us now 
what Votes he proposes to take on the 
two days at our disposal. I can hardly 
believe that the Government intend to 
allow this session to pass without afford- 
ing the House an opportunity for discuss- 
ing the Colonial Office Vote, and I shall 
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listen with confidence to the right hon. 
Gentleman’s statement as to the day on 
which he will take that Vote this session. 
I contend that one day is not enough for 
the discussion of that Vote, and for the 
Government to give us no opportunity to 
discuss the present state of South Africa, 
which would come upon that Vote, is 
nothing short of an outrage. 


Sittings of the 


Mr. FE. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) : 
I also think that as the days are limited 
it becomes a matter of extreme import- 
ance that we should know what Supply is 
going to be put down. I was given to 
understand that Vote 8 and Vote 12 of 
the Navy Estimates would be taken on 
Friday next, and a number of hon. 
Members interested in those particular 
Votes have made arrangements under the 
belief that these particular Votes would 
be taken. Now I understand that the 
Army Votes are put down, and, as I 
presume, no other Votes. I wish to ask 
whether it is possible to take Votes 8 and 
12 of the Navy Estimates at such time as 
will permit a discussion upon them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We shall begin 
with the Navy Votes. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON: Might I ask 
when the Third Reading of the Tithe 
Rent-charge Bill will be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Thursday 
next. 

Sir. J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I would remind the right hon. 


Gentleman that the War Office Vote has 
not been discussed, and I cannot under- 
stand why that Vote has been passed by, 
seeing that it is one of the earliest Votes 
in the Army Estimates. I think some 
opportunity ought to be given for its 
discussion. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): There 
is one point which | consider of the 
greatest importance, and that is the point 
raised as to the selection of Private 
Members’ Bills. I hope that the right 
hon. Gentleman will not pick out any of 
those Bills to be taken this session as 
against others. I have been told since that 
the statement which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has made will not preclude his select- 
ing some of them. I believe that such a 


course would considerably prolong dis- 
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cussion and be otherwise unsatisfactory. 


If any Private Members’ Bills are to be 
selected they ought to be mentioned in 
the statement he has made. I would ask 
him to add to the list which he has given, 
however, one important measure, the 
Shop Assistants’ Seats Bill, as I under- 
stand an important Amendment has beer 
made in the Lords which we shall have to 
consider, and therefore I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will give us an oppor- 
tunity of considering it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
With regard to the demand of the 
Government for the time of the House, I 
might point out that the Naval Works 
Bill has not yet been introduced, and 
should like some information as to what 
the Government are going to do about it. 
It is a similar Bill to the Military Works 
Bill, and [ think ought to be introduced 
before Friday next, when the Works Vote 
of the Navy Estimates comes on, and not 
at a time when the Government are put 
to such straits as to be compelled to 
ask for further facilities with respect to 
time. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That shall be 
done. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: There is 


another important measure which I should 
like to call attention to, and which I should 
regret to see the Government give up. 
That is the Metropolitan Streets Bill. It 
is a measure of very pressing importance ; 
the traflic of the metropolis is daily 
growing to an alarming extent, and it is 
of great importance that the police should 
have requisite power to deal with it, and it 
will be a matter of great regret if that is 
postponed until next year. The Oysters Bill 
is in another position. I know enough of 
these matters to know that every Bill 
concerning fisheries is a Bill of prohibi- 
tion and the impositicn of penalties, and 
this is probably one of that character. I 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will not 
attempt to pass that this session. I am 
glad that the Undersized Fish Bill is not 
to be passed. There is another Bill for 
the Conversion of the Turkish Loan, 1855. 
I do not see why a Bill is necessary for 
the purpose of converting that, but 
perhaps that will be explained. The 
right hon. Gentleman also says he may 
have to ask this House for administrative 


2N 2 
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measures. Does that mean a Vote of 
Credit ? I sincerely hope not. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If I might 
interrupt the hon. Gentleman 
I may say I certainly was not thinking of 
a Vote of Credit; but if such a Vote 
became necessary I should not regard the 
Government as being precluded from 
introducing it. 


Sm J. JOICEY (Durham, Chester-le- 
Street): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
tell me when the Telephone Bill is likely 
to be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


take it to-night. 


I shall 


not 


Sir J. JOICEY: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman give me any idea when he 
will take it ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot say. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): The right hon. Gentleman has 
created same alarm by saying that no 
further discussion is to be allowed on the 
War Office Vote. I would remind the 
right hon. Gentleman that the War Office 
has made a Report upon itself and has had 
ample time to act upon that Report, and 
it seems to me it will be an extraordinary 
stateofthings if that Report is not allowed 
tobediscussed. There hasbeen absolutely 
no discussion on the War Office Vote 


this session. Then, within the last few days | 
whether it is intended to bring forward 


the Secretary of State for War has made 


a statement of the most alarming 
character with regard to the results 


of the Government’s policy in the 
matter of the recruiting of the troops. 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman does not 
desire to withhold from the House of 
Commons at least one opportunity 


of discussing these two very important | 


aspects of the policy of the War Office— 
namely, its own Report upon its own 
procedure, and its success in carrying out 
its own policy. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South | 
Molton): I think the right hon. Gentle- | 
man has forgotten the Bill to give tenant | 
farmers greater compensation for their | 
_ colleagues. 


improvements. Notice of the introduction 


of that Bill was given on the first day of | 


the session of 1896, and it has figured in 
every Queen’s Speech since, but we have 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


here, | 
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not seen the Bill yet. The right hon, 


_ Gentleman has stated that he intends to 


| 


| 


roceed with the Lands Improvement 
Bill. May I suggest that it would be 
better to give tenant farmers compensa- 


tion for improvements already made than 


to extend the provisions of a Bill which 
purposes to give money to landlords to 
make further improvements. 


Mr. COGHILL : The list of measures 
we are to be asked to pass into law is such 
a very long one that it seems to me there 
will be no work left for the remaining two 


sessions of this Parliament, and some of 


the Bills mentioned migit very well be 
left over. As far as Supply alone is con- 


cerned, there are a number of questions 


which must inevitably crop up which 
would fully occupy the time at our dis- 
posal this session. I am extremely sorry 
the English Moneylenders Bill is not to 
be proceeded with. We were told at the 
General Election that the period of Irish 
legislation was over, and that the time of 
Parliament would be taken up in dis- 
cussing English and Scotch measures, 
Instead of that we have had another in- 
stance this session of English Bills being 
put out of the way in order that Bills 
affecting Ireland may be dealt with, 
The right hon. Gentleman has told us 


that, in addition to the Bills which he 


enumerated, he intends to proceed with 
the appointment of a new judge, and that 
in face of a Report of the Bar Committee 
pointing out the great waste of time 
under the present system. May I ask 


that resolution at a time when most 
Members are present, and when there 


-may be a full opportunity of discussing 
| the question, or whether an attempt will 


be made to smuggle it through in the 
early hours of the morning ? 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : On 
the last occasion when the right hon. 
Gentleman made a statement of this 
character allusion was made to the 


| Factory Bill. That Bill has never yet been 


introduced. The Home Secretary, when 
asked to introduce the Bill so that its 
provisions could be discussed throughout 
the country during the recess, said he was 
unable to do so without the consent of his 
I therefore venture to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he will give an 


| assurance that that shall be done. 
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An Hon. Member: I should like | the Government to my hon. friend. Iam 
to ask whether the Leader of the told that this Bill is very far advanced. 


House can give us any information by | 


which we may judge whether or not 
the Conversion of Turkish Loans Bill will 
be opposed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I wish to ask a question with 
regard totwo Bills. Thefirstis the Land Tax 
Commissioners Bill. That Bill ought 
really to be passed. It is the first time 
it has ever been postponed, and as it 
affects an important question of adminis- 
tration, the delay is rather upsetting the 
arrangements of the Income Tax Com- 
missioners in the country. There is no 
desire in this part of the House to 
obstruct, but every wish to assist the 
passage of the Bill, which cannot possibly 
take much time. The interests of the 
towns have been neglected sufficiently by 
this Government, and they might recog- 
nise the necessity of passing this Bill this 
session. The second measure I desire to 
refer to is the Service Franchise Bill. 
The right hon. Gentleman has declined to 
state that he is not going to press any 
Private Members’ Bills this session. I 
should like to know whether that re- 
luctance is due to the fact that he has 
given a pledge with respect to the Ser- 
vice Franchise Bill, because if so, it may 
alter the whole course of conduct on this 
side of the House, not only in regard to 
this Bill, but in regard to other 
measures. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I may 
now answer the various questions which 
have been put to me from different parts 
of the House. 
portant points raised were those mentioned 


Perhaps the most im-| 


by the hon. Member who has just sat down, | 


by the right hon. Baronet who sits near him, 
by my hon. friend the Member for North- 
West Manchester, and others, with regard 
to Private Members’ Bills. I think the 
practice has been that Private Members’ 
Bills which are either far advanced or not 
opposed shouid not necessarily be 
destroyed by such a motion as that 
which I am now making. Particular 
reference has been made by the hon. 
Member who has just sat down to a 
Private Member’s Bill which is in the 
hands of my hon. friend the Member for 
Dulwich. No pledge has been given with 
regard to the Service Franchise Bill by 


*Str CHARLES DILKE: It is down 
for Report. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I quite agree 
that no Bill which is likely to oceupy any 
large time of the House ought to be dealt 
with at this period of the session. Perhaps 
I may point out the happy inconsistency 
which afflicts some hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site. The hon. Member for West Islington, 
while taking up what has been said and 
reproaching me as to Private Members’ 
Bills, said,—‘*‘ After all, there is one Bill 
which you must deal with, and that is the 
Shop Assistants Bill.” It does not seem 
to have occurred to him that the Shop 
Assistants Bill is a Private Member’s Bill. 
I hope that that reflection will mitigate 
the judgment which is passed on this 
point on the course which we propose to 
pursue or shall pursue with regard to 
Private Members’ Bills. Then I have 
been asked as to the Land Tax Commis- 
sioners Bill. I was glad to hear the 
chorus of approval which the mention of 
that Bill now appears to call forth on the 
other side of the House. We shall be 
extremely glad to pass it, and if the 
speeches which have been delivered are 
any sample of the opinions which are held 
on the other side of the House, I see no 
reason why that Bill should not be taken 
out of the category of Bills that are con- 
demned, and elevated to the happier list 
of Bills that may become law in the 
present session. An hon. Member has 
asked me about the Tenants’ Im- 
provement Bill, and other questions 
have been asked me about Bills 
which have not been introduced. As 
to the latter point, the statement I[ 
have made to-day is with regard to Bills 
which have been introduced. I think that 
if we were to discuss questions as to Bills 
which have not been introduced, we 
should be travelling far out of our proper 
course. My hon. friend the Member for 
King’s Lynn and another hon. friend of 
mine asked questions about the conver- 
sion of the Turkish Loan. What I said 
to the House on that subject was that 
negotiations were pending, that those 
negotiations had not arrived at any con- 
clusion, that if they did arrive at any 
conclusion, and it was desirable to deal 
with them, we should be glad to do so if 
a Bill on that subject was likely to pass 
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without controversy. I cannot now put 
it differently from that. The negotiations 
have not been completed, and no Bill has 
yet been drawn up on the subject. 
Another hon. Member has asked about 
the Resolution as to the appointment of a 
new judge. I do not know whether I 
have correctly interpreted his remarks 
as indicating that such a Resolution will 
raise much controversy. I should hope 
that it would not. I believe that sufti- 
cient grounds can be adduced in the 
interests of suitors for the appointment 
of a new judge which are of such an over- 
whelming character that the House will 
readily agree to the motion. I can 
promise my hon. friend that in any case 
the motion shall not be brought on after 
twelve o'clock at night. The hon. Member 
for Berwickshire asked whether it would 
be possible not to pass, but for my right 
hon. friend the Home Secretary to intro- 
duce a Bill for discussion in the country 
dealing with factories. I will consult 
my right hon. friend the Home Secretary 
as to whether such a course would be 
desirable ; but I am not sure that any- 
thing would be gained by bringing in 
such a Bill without any chance of passing 
it into law during the session. I think 
that meets all the points raised. 


Mr. DILLON: 
Colonial Otfice Vote ? 


What about the 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Member 
for East Mayo and other hon. Members 
have asked me questions as to Supply. A 
statement of the kind I am now making 
usually, I think, deals with the legislative 
work of the session, but I make no com- 
plaint, I need not say, with regard to the 
questions which have been put to me. 
The hon. Member asks me, there only 
being a few days left for Supply, that we 
should devote one of those days as sug- 
gested, and whethcr we contemplate the 
possibility of Parliament being prorogued 
without a discussion on colonial policy. 
I can assure the hon. Gentleman that we 
feel that it is absolutely necessary that 
there should be an adequate discussion on 
the Colonial Vote before the House 
adjourns. We feel that, in the present 
condition of South African affairs, it 
would not be treating the House of 
Commons fairly or rightly if they did not 
have an opportunity of hearing our views 
and of expressing their own in return. 


Whether the Debate which I have in my 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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mind can best take place on the Colonial 
Vote or not is a matter which is open to 
controversy. I will consider the question, 
but, whatever the decision may be, | 
promise the hon. Gentleman and the 
House that they shall have an opportunity 
of fully discussing the colonial policy 
before we separate for the holidays. A 
question has been asked by my right hon, 
friend behind me about the War Office 
Vote. I indicated at Question time that 
the Volunteer Vote, which stands first on 
the Paper, should be taken first, but, con- 
sidering that the amount of time we can 
give to the War Office Vote next Friday 
must necessarily be limited, I think it 
would be more in accordance with prece- 
dent and more convenient that I should 
follow the views expressed by my right 
hon. friend the Member for West Belfast, 
and put the Vote for the salary of the 
Secretary of State first among the War 
Office Votes. I think that is a complete 
answer to all the questions. ‘To-morrow 
we shall continue the Food and Drugs 
Bill. I propose to take the Second Read- 
ing of the Niger Company’s Bill on 
Wednesday, and the Third Reading of 
the Tithe Rent-Charge Bill on Thursday. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid): The right hon. Gentleman 
when he moved his motion did not men- 
tion a word about the special privilege 
of the House in respect of the half-past 
five o'clock rule on Wednesdays, in fact 
he did not say anything at all about 
Wednesdays. On _ previous occasions 
Wednesday has been excepted. With 
regard to Wednesdays it is very impor- 
tant to know whether we can rely upon 
having one evening at least free so that 
we can fulfil our engagements. When 
the rule was suspended towards the close 
of the session last year I think it was 
found that the House never sat later than 
half-past five on Wednesdays, and I think, 
therefore, it would be well to exclude 
Wednesday from this rule. In order that 
there shall be no uncertainty in this 
matter I beg to move to insert after the 
word “session” the words “ except on 
Wednesdays.” 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): I beg leave to second this Amend- 
ment, and in so doing I desire to impress 
upon the Government the necessity of 
taking the Naval Works Bills as soon as 
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possible, so that this measure may be pro- 
perly discussed by the whole House. 


Sittings of the 


Amendment proposed— 
“ After the word ‘session,’ to insert the words 


‘except on Wednesdays.’” -—- (Mr. Samuel 
Evans. ) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks-Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): I have not spoken to my right hon. 
friend the First Lord of the Treasury on 
this subject, but I apprehend that his 
intention is to include Wednesday in the 
operation of this rule. I apprehend that 
on the earlier Wednesdays there is no 
intention of pressing the sitting to the 
inconvenience of hon. members, but cer- 
tainly towards the end of the session it 
may be necessary to prolong our sittings 
beyond half-past five on Wednesdays. I 
may say that this rule worked well last 
year. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: If that is 
the decision of the Government I will not 
put the House to the trouble of a Division, 
and I will ask permission to withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 


Sir J. BRUNNER (Cheshire, North- 
wich): I think it is only reasonable that 
we should have an undertaking that 
nothing but the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Bili shall be taken to-night. 


Str M. HICKS-BEACH : I can assure 
the hon. Member that if the Bill is com- 
pleted to-night nothing else will be 
taken. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : 
We have had a very satisfactory state- 
ment that the War Office Vote will receive 
full discussion, but in reference to the 
Colonial Vote it is not quite certain 
whether it will take place in Committee 
of Supply or not. There are remaining 
at this moment only two clear days for 
Supply, and I wish to get a promise that 
the Colonial Office Vote will not be taken 
on either of the subsequent two days, 


because to limit the discussion of such an | is 
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important question as the Colonial Office 
Vote, which might come on at a very late 
hour of theevening, would begrossly unfair, 
and it would be impossible to adequately 
discuss the Vote under such circumstances. 
If we are to have this Vote fully dis- 
cussed it is obvious that we must take it 
on Friday week. There is only one other 
free day, and that is Friday week, and it 
would simplify matters very much if the 
Government would take the Vote on that 
day. With regard to Supply generally, 
I think the attention of the House ought 
to be called to the Paper which we re- 
ceived this morning. We have already 
got to pass seventy-seven Votes. It is 
true that as regards one or two of the 
Votes we have already had a few hours’ 
debate upon them, but there are a number 
of very important Votes which have not 
yet been passed, and which it is reason- 
able to assume that some hon. Members 
desire to discuss. There is the Foreign 
and Colonial Service Vote, and the Votes 
for the Stationery Office, House of Lords, 
House of Commons, the Treasury, the 
Local Government Board, the Home 
Office, the Foreign Office, and the Colonial 
Office. These are only a few out of the 
seventy-seven Votes which we have to 
pass in the two clear days before us. 
With regard to Private Members’ Bills I 
think we should have some declaration at 
once as to what the intention of the Gov- 
ernment is. It is quite reasonable to 
suppose that the Government will be 
assisted by the Opposition in passing some 
of these measures through the House. I 
think the measures mentioned by the 
First Lord of the Treasury constitute 
the most modest programme from a non- 
contentious point of view that we have 
yet had. We may be able to assist in 
passing this programme if the Govern- 
ment will declare what Private Bills they 
intend to “ star,” if they intend to “ star” 
any. With regard to late sittings [ think 
we ought to have a promise that unless 
there is some very substantial reason the 
House shal] not sit after one o'clock. It 
is not fair to keep Members sitting here 
without knowing how long they are going 
to be kept, and it is not right for impor- 


' tant legislation to come on before a small 


‘ 


House. 


CapTaAIN NORTON: I only desire 
to support what my hon. friend has 
said in regard to Private Bills. There 
he Service Franchise Bill, to which 
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we are going to offer 
possible amount of opposition. The right | doned. 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the House | 
gave us no pledge in reference to that | 
question, and we wish to know whether | 
that Bill is to be brought forward. There | 
is also the Metropolitan Streets Bill. I) 
should like to know whether both | Noes, 93. 
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the greatest; these Bills have been definitely aban- 


Question put. 


divided : — Ayes, 286 ; 
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Ordered, That for the remainder of 
the session Government business be not 
interrupted under the provisions of any 
Standing Order regulating the sittings of 
the House, and may be entered upon at 
any hour, though opposed; and that at 
the conclusion of Government business 
each day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the 
House without Question put. 


PUBLIC WORKS (LOANS). 
3ill to grant money for the purpose of 
certain local loans, and for other purposes 
relating to loans out of the Local Loans 
Fund, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Hanbury and Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. 


PUBLIC WORKS (LOANS) BILL. 

“To grant money for the purpose of 
certain local loans, and for other purposes 
relating to loans out of the Local Loans 
Fund ” ; presented accordingly, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 
271.] 


SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS BILL. 

Order for consideration of the Bill, as 
amended (by the Standing Committee), 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill, as amended (by the 
Standing Committee), be now con- 
sidered.” 


*Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.): 
I beg to move, Sir, that the consideration 
of the Bill be deferred for three months 
on the ground that it does not sufficiently 
guard the interests of the consumer and 
the producer, and only to a slight extent 
prevents dishonest trading. This Bill 
was sent to a Grand Committee in the 
hope that it might be improved. I admit 
it was slightly improved in two respects, 
but those two improvements were inserted 
against the wish of the President of the 
Board of Agriculture, and were carried 
against the Government. One was the 
question of the inspection of margarine 
factories, which was an important matter 
though small when compared with the 
many blots on the Bill. The Govern- 
ment never gave an adequate reason 
why they were so much in_ love 
with the idea that margarine should be 
coloured like butter. I cannot find that 
they are supported in their objection to 
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the prohibition of colouring margarine to 
resemble butter by any society or asso- 
ciation whatever. Let me take first of 
all the traders, both wholesale and retail. 
Certainly their organ, the (rover, has con- 
demned the sanctioning of margarine to 
be coloured. In a leader on the 4th 
of March on the subject it says: 

“The Bill gives no assistance in the way of 
rendering the two articles distinct. It simply 
forbids and penalises. It will worry honest 
traders by more inspection and prosecution, 
while the real rogues will laugh at the law.” 
The Bill would do little but worry the 
honest trader. In many respects also it 
would have a bad effect upon the con- 
sumer, who will have margarine foisted 
upon him as butter when coloured to look 
like butter. It is very remarkable to 
find that the Manchester Chamber of 
Commerce, which represents a great com- 
munity, where five million pounds’ worth 
of dairy produce are distributed every 
year, have, in a report on the subject, 
condemned the colouring of margarine to 
represent butter. Then, again, you have 
the wholesale traders objecting to it, as 
well as the retail dealers, and the 
Manchester and Salford District Grocers’ 
Association. Honest traders desire that 
there should be a means by which the 
fraudulent sale of margarine coloured to 
imitate butter should be put down, I 
desire to secure the reconsideration of 
this Bill in the interest of the consumer. 
No doubt the President of the Board 
of Agriculture may get up and say 
that consumers who buy margarine 
coloured like butter will not be taken in, 
and that they will not pay a higher price 
for it than if it were not coloured to look 
like butter. On the other hand, I draw 
attention to the fact that my friend the 
hon. Member for Battersea, one of the 
most respected and representative of the 
Labour Members in the House, voted 
in favour of the Amendment for prohibit- 
ing the colouring of margarine, and he 
spoke strongly more than once on the 
subject. Again, I was supported in the 
Division in the Grand Committee on this 
subject by the hon. Member for Morpeth, 
than whom no one is more respected as a 
representative of the working classes, and 
whose opinion will carry greater weight 
than any other man on questions of this 
sort as affecting working men. [| am in- 
debted also to the hon. Member for Chester, 
who showed the attitude taken on the ques- 


tion by the organised associations of work 
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ing men, I mean the trades unions. No 
fewer than 288,099 members of these trade 
unions, including miners, masons, ship- 
wrights, compositors, Lancashire weavers, 
and railway servants, expressed the opinion 
that it would be a fraud on the consumer 
to allow margarine to be coloured to 
represent butter. I have said enough 
from the traders’ and consumers’ point of 
view to show that there are many blots on 
the Bill. I need hardly say that if the con- 
sumers and the traders had not objected 
to the Bill I would not have attempted 
to move its postponement with the object 
of allowing the Government to bring in 
an improved Bill. There is every reason 
to beheve that if this were postponed the 
Government would bring in a better next 
year ; for this is the third Bill, and every 
succeeding one has been an improvement 
on its predecessor. I can assure the 
right hon. Gentleman in charge of the 
Bill that in the country the agricultural 
classes are to a great extent agreed 
in saying that they would rather not 
have this half-hearted Bill; they say it is 
worse than nothing, and I have resolu- 
tions from farmers’ clubs stating that the 
Bill is not of any use at all. The opinion 
of the farmers in an agricultural county 
like that which I represent should have 
some weight with the Government com- 
pared with the half-hearted support of 
the Central Chamber of Agriculture. 

Why is it that the sale of margarine 
under false pretences is supported? Is 
it that the Government think that it 
could not be sold if it were not coloured, 
and that no one would buy this article 
wiless their eyes were deceived when 
eating it? I venture to think that that 
argument is wrong. The only people 
who wish that the margarine should be 
coloured are the margarine manufacturers, 

who get larger prices for their margarine 
when it is coloured than its real worth. I 
agree that margarine is a perfectly whole- 
some food, but that is not the point. The 
point is, why should not the working 
classes be able to buy margarine at the 
lower prices when it is not coloured? 
The working classes buy as tenpenny 
butter what has been purchased by the 
retailer as margarine at 3d. or 4d. 
per lb. It is said that the prohibition of 
colouring would decrease the consumption 
of margarine, but in Denmark, where no 
margarine can be coloured, the con 

sumption has not decreased at all, but has 
rather increased, and amounts now to, 
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12 lbs. per head. In Australia, also, 
where colouring margarine is prohibited, 
the margarine trade has largely increased 
since the prohibition of colouring. I 
am perfectly ready to see the sale of 
margarine increased in this country so 
long as it is sold for what it is and not 
for what it is not. There is no foundation 
for the assertion wildly made by the mar- 
garine manufacturers and those directly 
interested in the margarine trade that the 
trade would be killed if colouring is 
prohibited. It is absolute nonsense to 
talk in that way. I have dealt with the 
question from the consumer's and to a 
slight extent from the producer’s point of 
view, but I wish to emphasise how the 
honest trader will be prejudiced by the 
operation of the Bill. It is a very serious 
matter indeed for him, because he will be 
responsible for the acts of his servants. 
A man might have a large number 
of shops, and a single servant who 
wanted to do him a bad turn out 
of spite or in revenge for some fancied 
grievance might purposely sell margarine 
as butter without difficulty, owing to 


it being coloured to imitate butter. 
And if that happened three times 
then the unfortunate, innocent man 
would be liable to imprisonment. Again, 


those charged under the Bill ought to 
have the benefit of trial by jury; but 
unfortunately the Government refused to 
permit that in Grand Committee. In 
conclusion I hold that in this Bill the 
interests of the consumer have been 
neglected, and the interests of the traders 
prejudiced in a most objectionable way 
for no useful purpose ; and it is desirable, 
therefore, that it should be considered at 
a later date in order to allow the Govern- 
ment to introduce a better Bill. I beg to 
move that the Bill be considered this day 
three months. 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field) : I beg to second the motion. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now, and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’ ”—(Wr. Strachey.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): The form in which the hon. 
Member has submitted his motion to the 
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House is, I imagine, forced upon him as a 
matter of Parliamentary practice, and 
I suppose he had no other alternative 


to moving the rejection of the Bill. In| 


saying a few words on the subject, how- 
ever, I desire to dissociate myself from 
any wish, at this stage, to arrest the pro- 
gress of the Bill. As regards the par- 
ticular question of colouring margarine 
so as to imitate butter, I am at a loss to 
understand how the Government have 
taken up the ground they have done ; for 
if there is one subject which unites all the 
agricultural community it is this one. 
We have heard from the hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down that this proposal 
was influentially supported in the Grand 
Committee. We have no authentic re- 
cord ‘of the proceedings of the Grand 


Committee. But I understand, from 
what the hon. Gentleman has _ told 
us, that certain hon. Members repre- 


senting very important sections of the 
working classes supported this proposal in 
the Grand Committee. As to the colour- 
ing of one article to look like another, we 
are asked why persons should be denied 
the liberty of making the article they 
desire to sell as attractive as possible. 
Well, nobody is allowed to gild a shilling 
to pass it off as a sovereign, and I fail 
to see why anyone should be allowed 
to so disguise one article of food as to 
induce persons to mistake it for another. 
I said just now that the agricultural com- 
munity was perfectly solid on this subject. 
I have been for a great many years asso- 
ciated with agricultural bodies, and it is 
very seldom they come solidly in a line on 
asubject. My right hon. friend was, in my 
judgment, wasting his time the other day 
when, through his natural courtesy, which 
he extends to all who approach him, he 
received a deputation representing the 
Central Chamber of Agriculture upon 
another subject. The chairman refused 
to introduce it; the vice-chairman took 
a similar course, and I for one, who 


have been for many years connected 
with the Chamber, and many others 
similarly circumstanced, would — have 


nothing whatever to do with it. My 
right hon. friend was called upon to 
devote a very considerable portion of 
valuable time in hearing the views of a 
section of the Chamber on the subject 
brought before them, though there 
was considerable difference of opinion 
thereupon. But this is a question on 
which the Central Chamber of Agri- 
Mr. James Lowther. 
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|culture practically feels as one man. 
|As a matter of fact there is abso- 


|lute unanimity amongst the agricultural 
community throughout the length and 
breadth of the land upon this subject, 
and supported as the agricultural com- 
/ munity on this occasion is by representa- 
tives of the working class communities, | 
think we have the right to urge our views 
very strongly on the Government. The 
Government may say that it would be 
dangerous to their Bill to adopt the 
course suggested tothem. I know thata 
great many hold the view that the hon, 
Gentleman has just expressed, that so far 
astheagricultural interest is concerned they 
had better be without a Bill at all than have 
a Bill which omits the most important 
provision of all. I will not go the length 
of saying that this Bill may not have 
some useful provisions, but the most 
widespread disappointment has been 
created throughout the country amongst 
representatives of all sections of the 
agricultural interest by the omission of a 
provision preventing the colouring of 
margarine so as to imitate another article, 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): The 
right hon. Gentleman seems to approve 
the method adopted by my hon. friend 
the Member for South Somerset in bring- 
ing forward his motion in this particular 
way. I certainly do not agree with that 
method at all, because the hon. Gentle- 
man will have plenty of opportunities as 
the Bill goes on of bringing forward his 
pet fad—for really that is what he is con- 
tending for—that the prohibition of the 
colouring of margarines should be en- 
forced. That is the be-all and end-all of 
his argument. But he has gone out of 
his way to suggest that the conduct of 
the Bill upstairs has not been such 
as to commend itself to the favourable 
consideration of the House, and he has 
suggested that the right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Board of Agriculture, 
in charge of the Bill, really made no such 
thing as a concession. ‘I really think that 
is unfair on the face of it. I paid particu- 
-lar attention to the proceedings upstairs, 
and the right hon. Gentleman made every 
concession he possibly could—as to which 
I am not speaking merely my own opinion, 
but that of many on this side of the 
House, who feel that the right hon. Gen- 
tleman conducted the Bill inan admirable 
manner, and made every concession he 
possibly could. The right hon. Gentle- 
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man said at the outset that he was quite | 
prepared to accept any Amendment that 


would strengthen the Bill, and therefore 
I think my hon. friend has taken an 
extraordinary course. 


*Mr. STRACHEY: I am sure my hon. 
friend does not wish to misrepresent me. 
I did not say that the right hon. Gentle- 
man made no concessions, but that the two 
most important Amendments put in the 
Bill were resisted, showing that the 


Government did nothing to assist in carry- | 


ing them. 


Mr. KEARLEY: I do not think that 
point is worth raising. It was thoroughly 
well-known to all of us that the Govern- 
ment had an open mind on the question, 
and they loyally accepted the Amend- 
ments which were carried in Select Com- 
mittee. The hon. Gentleman could have 
objected there, but instead of that he 
satisfies himself by moving what practi- 
cally amounts to the rejection of the Bill. 
That is why I disagree with him, and 
object to the course he has now taken. 
The Bill itself will go a long way towards 
repressing the frauds of which my hon. 
friend complains. The Government, act- 
ing upon the recommendation of the 
Select Committee, have determined to 
prohibit these margarine mixtures, which 
are at the root of the question ; and they 
have taken powers under this Bill to make 
local authorities enforce the Statute as it 
exists at present. It was proved before 
the Select Committee that the main cause, 
almost, of all this licence to adulterate 
was because the local authorities did not 
act. The Government have taken very 
strong steps to see that the local authori- 
ties in the future enforce the Act. 
have also taken steps for the inspection 


They | 
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going to be subject to imprisonment, 
But nobody is going to be subject to im- 
prisonment unless he is guilty of fraud ; 
and because men who carry on dishonest 
practices are to be subject to imprison- 
ment, are we to throw out the Bill? Itis 
monstrous. Having taken considerable 
interest in the Bill, I think the Govern- 
ment have behaved well in the matter, 
and I intend, so far as I can, throughout 
these proceedings to give them my most 
consistent support. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): I must say that I 
listened with astonishment to the hon. 
Member, claiming as he does to represent 
the agricultural interest, when he asked 
the House to reject the Bill because it 
does not contain a prohibition of colour- 
ing. The abuses which have crept into 
the sale of food and drugs are largely 
owing to the fact that in some parts of 
the country the law is not administered 
at all, and in other parts only with laxity. 
But the change we have made in that 
direction, as the hon. Member for Devon- 
port has indicated, has been to strengthen 
the powers possessed by the central 
department ; and I venture to suggest, 
speaking with full knowledge of the re- 
sponsibility which I hold in this matter, 
that if the House sees fit to pass this Bill 
in its present form, and to give us the 
increased powers which we ask for, we 
shall be able, in no very long period of 
time, to deal successfully with the greater 
part of the offences. The main part of 
the hon. Gentleman’s speech was devoted 
to the question of colouring. I do not 
think it is necessary for me to take up 
the time of the House more than to say 


that I adhere absolutely to the views I 


of goods at the port of entry, and by | 
Order in Council can prohibit the im- | 
portation of any goods which are not as | 


they should be. 


They have also, acting | 


again on the recommendation of the | 


Select Committee, made provision for 
increasing penalties ; and in the case of 
those persistent and fraudulent men who, 
in spite of ordinary fines, go on con- 
tinuing this iniquitous system of imposing 
adulterated articles on the public, they 
have taken power to imprison. That will 
go a long way towards stamping out 
these frauds. My hon. friend says there 
are two classes of objectors—one the 
traders, who object because they are 





expressed on the Second Reading and 
upstairs, and I shall be prepared, when 
the time comes, to justify my view—viz., 
that it would be impolitic and unjust to 
introduce a prohibition of colouring in 


relation to one article of food, while 


leaving all the others untouched. But I 
will go further, and say that, notwith- 
standing the evidence the hon. Gentleman 
produced, I believe that if prohibition were 
made the law of the land in this country, 
it would do little good in reducing the 
competition between margarineand butter, 
while it would interfere materially with 
the production of an article of food which 
is wholesome and ought to be within the 
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reach of those who desire to consume it. said. What that gentleman said was 


The colouring of margarine has nothing 
to do with price. The colouring is the 
same whether the margarine be cheap or 
expensive. The hon. Gentleman declared 
that the Amendment, if carried, would not 
interfere with this article of food, but, on 
the contrary, increase the production of 
a cheap article. That would not be the 
effect, either on the price or on the 
quantity, of the prohibition of colouring. 
The only effect would be materially to 
interfere with the production of a very 
valuable article of food which ought not 
to be interfered with unless it was 
injurious to health. I do not think it is 
necessary to give more reasons at present 
why the House should now proceed to the 
further consideration of the Bill, which 
has received most careful consideration at 
the hands of a very largely attended 
Standing Committee, and is now quite 
ripe for the further consideration of the 


House. 


*Sm JOHN LENG (Dundee): I 
think it would both reduce and simplify 
these 


time we 


the discussion on clauses if 


for a short considered 
the very important principle underlying 
this Amendment. The hon. Gentleman who 
moved the Amendment and the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Thanet, while 
they agree in scarcely anything else, quite 
agree in letting us see what the intentions 
of this Bill are. The hon. Member for 
South Somerset said it would do no good to 
the agricultural interest, while the strong 
assertion of the right hon, Gentleman the 
Member for Thanet was that upon this 
Bill the agricultural interest was solid 
and spoke with one voice. I observe 
that the right hon. Gentleman was pre- 
sent at a meeting of the Central Associa- 
tion of Chambers of Agriculture held 
since this Bill passed through the Grand 
Committee. A report was made to that 
meeting in strong terms in favour of the 
prohibition of the colouring of margarine, 
and also in favour of the limitation of the 
mixture of butter fat with margarine to 
10 per cent. It is true that to a certain 
extent there was a chorus of approval of 
those recommendations, but there was 
one intelligent Scotsman at that meeting, 
and from an unusual lapse of memory the 
right hon. Gentleman seems to have 
entirely forgotten what Mr. Buchanan | 


Mr. Long. 


that 


“they would never get the prohibition of the 
colouring of margarine through Parliament 
unless they could prohibit the colouring of al] 
dairy products. It seemed to him that the 
colouring of dairy produce was a deception 
just in the same way that the colouring of 
margarine was a deception. Surely when they 
put colouring into white butter to imitate 
yood butter it was to make the public believe 
that it was a much richer butter than it really 
was. Why should there not be an all-round 
prohibition of colouring ?” 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Did he get 


a seconder ? 
Sir JOHN LENG: He did not make 
a motion, so that no seconder was _ re- 


quired, but he spoke words of truth and 
sense which did not appear to have been 
very acceptable to those who heard them. 
The right hon. Gentleman will see that 
in my objection to the limitation of the 
colouring of this particular article I am 
simply following the exaniple of a mem- 
ber of the Chamber of Agriculture on that 
occasion. I am opposed to this Bill on 
diametrically opposite grounds to those 
which have been advanced. I oppose it 
because it betrays an almost insane hos- 
tility to an innocent, wholesome and 
nutritious article of food, and further, 
because I regard it as the child of a 
delusion of the agriculturists as to how 
they are to be benefited—how makers of 
one kind of agricultural produce may be 
advantaged at the expense.of makers and 
dealers in another. The right hon. 
Gentleman has shown that the genesis of 
this Bill is from a Protectionist point of 
view. [ sat upon the Adulteration of 
Foods Committee, and also took part in 
the discussions of the Standing Committee 
—and that is my reason for venturing to 
trespass on the attention of the House at 
this time—and I saw there that the one 
thing upon which the representatives of 
the agricultural and butter interests as 
distinguished from the margarine interests 
were united was in this endeavour, if 
possible, to proscribe margarine as an 
article of food, to make it unsaleable, 
either by compelling it to be sold entirely 
uncoloured or to be discoloured, and to 
surround the sale of it in every form and 
way with such pains and penalties that 
the ordinary dealer would be deterred 
from dealing in it. What did we witness last 


session and the session before? We had a ° 


large number of petitions addressed to 
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this House from chambers of agriculture, 
agricultural associations, and other people, 
all of the usual machine-made character, 
all in the same form, and really originat- 
ing in the same quarter. To show that 
this mistaken idea of the agricultural 
interest is at the bottom of this anti- 
margarine Bill—for that is what the Bill 
is—the petition stated :— 

“We earnestly pray your honourable House» 
and especially those Members of it who repre- 
sent agricultural constituencies, without dis- 
tinction of Party, to take immediate steps to 
prevent the artificial colouring, and to prevent 
the mixing of margarine and butter, and to 
prevent the importation of adulterated butter.” 


In the whole of the petitions which have 
been presented, no petitioner has ever ven- 
tured to say, or to make the allegation, 
that margarine is injurious to health, that 
it has caused disease, or that its use has 
resulted in any ailment or epidemic. The 
agitation to which [ have referred culmi- 
nated finally in this Bill which has been 
forced upon the Government. The proper 
department to have introduced the 
measure is the Local Government Board, 
the able Secretary of which presided over 
the Select Committee. At one time 
the President of the Local Government 
Board was urged to introduce this Bill, 
but he was wise and would not touch it, 
notwithstanding all the entreaties and 
remonstrances that were addressed to 
him. The Bill has at length been intro- 
duced by the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 
but no sooner was it introduced than it 
could be seen that it was a great disap- 
pointment to those who had pressed for 
it. It did not propose to accomplish 
what they desired, it did not propose 
that margarine should be uncoloured 
like lard, or made blue or pink, or 
any other colour offensive to the 
eye. Attempts were made in the Stand- 
ing Committee to prohibit the colouring, 
but the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture resisted those attempts; and I 
hope he will steadily resist them to the 
last, and in so doing he will have the 
support of many Members on both sides 
of the House. He recognised that a large 
branch of a perfectly legitimate trade was 
endangered. What is the contention of 


the opponents of margarine? It is not 


that it is unwholesome or innutritious ; 
it is not that it is distasteful or unpleasant 
inany way. The great complaint is that 


it is too much like butter, that it cannot be 
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‘ distinguished from butter, and that good 


margarine is far better than ill-made 
butter, and, worst of all, the great offence 
of margarine is that it is too cheap. 

An Hon. Member: It is the same 
price as butter. 
MEMBER: It is sold 


ANOTHER Hon. 


for butter. 


*Sirk JOHN LENG: [am not blinking 
any fact. I know that the assertion is 
that it is sold by the retailers of butter, 
and that purchasers are defrauded. That 
is the contention of the opponents, and no 
doubt we shall have it reiterated to- 
night. I will meet those objections. First 
of all, as to margarine as an article of 
food. Ido not wish it to be taken on my 
word that it is a wholesome thing. I have 
sought in vain in the “ Encyclopedia 
Britannica” for any reference to the 
article, but in another Encyclopedia, the 
fairness and impartiality of which has 
never been doubted—Chambers’s Encyclo- 
peedia, the 1888 edition—margarine is 
spoken of under the name it was then 
known by, viz.,—butterine. That work 
speaks of it thus :— 

** Butterine is a substance which when well 
made cannot be distinguished from good 
butter except by chemical analysis. It is now 
sold as margarine, and may be regarded as a 
valuable adjunct to the food of the labouring 
classes. It is made with great care and skill 
from the finest ox-fat, which is passed through 
an elaborate and highly scientific process of 
purification. It is then mixed with a varying 
proportion of real butter, and flavoured by 
washing with milk, and finally marketed in 
large quantities in a beautiful uniform 
condition.” 


Then inthe Select Committee we found 
that great regard was paid to the opinion 
of public analysts. Let me quote one or 
two sentences from one of these. Mr. 
Stokes, public analyst to Paddington, 
writing, says, margarines 


“are well-made substitutes for butter, from 
which they cannot be distinguished except by 
analysis. So far as nutritive value goes they 
are in my opinion as digestible and as nutri- 
tious as butter. They do not contain so much 
water as some of the low-grade samples of 
butter. As for flavour and palatability, they 
are vastly to be preferred to some inferior 
samples of butter sold at much higher prices. 
Sold as margarine they would by their cheap- 
ness and agreeableness and uniformity and 
quality be a Loon to the community.” 


I could add several other testimonies of 
the same character. As to the allegation 
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-of fraud, I am not a defender of fraud or { page of the British Food Journal for 
of fraudulent dealing. I wish everything to | the month of June, showing that when 
be sold for what it is. But I assert, and | prosecutions are instituted there is no 
I think there can be no doubt about it, | difficulty in clear cases in obtaining con- 
that the Margarine Act of 1887 contains | victions and securing heavy penalties, 
very stringent provisions, all for the pro- All that is wanted is to go on putting the 
tection of the consumer, and that it is a/ existing Act into operation. There can 
very special and peculiar legislation which be no doubt that with repeated prosecu- 
would go beyond that. According to the | tions the cause of the prosecutions would 
Act of 1887 the word ‘ margarine” is to | cease to exist. I have spoken of the 
mean “all substances, whether compounds genesis of this Bill as arising from a 
or otherwise, prepared in imitation of delusion in the minds of the agri- 
butter, and whether mixed with butter or | culturists. They think that margarine 
not, and no such substance shall be law- is the great enemy from which they suffer 
fully sold, except under the name of | in the butter trade. I will only detain 
margarine.” That is, if you put the the House one or two minutes in showing 
smallest percentage of margarine into that that is an utter delusion. The fact 
butter you must call the whole of it is that the imports of foreign margarine 
margarine. This is not applied to any for some years past have steadily de- 
other mixture whatever, but simply to creased. On the other hand, the imports 
margarine. Then, all packages containing of foreign and colonial butter have more 
margarine have to be branded with the than doubled in quantity and_ nearly 
word. When it is exposed for sale it doubled in value since the Margarine Act 
must be labelled in capital letters one and was passed. Take first the figures with 
a half inches square. This is in the exist- | regard to butter. The imports of foreign 
ing Act. When sold it is to be deliveredin butter in the year 1887, the year the 
a paper wrapper ; the wrapper must have Margarine Act was passed, were in 
“margarine” printed on it in capital quantity 1,513,134 ewts., and the value 
letters a quarter of an inch square. So was £8,010,374. The intervening years 
that according to the present law mar- | show a steady growth in the imports and 
garine cannot be sold or exhibited for in the value from year to year, until last 
sale without full and ample notice of the year, 1898, the quantity went up to 
fact that it is margarine. Then, manu- 3,209,092 ewts.— more than double— 
facturers of margarine have to be regis- | while the value increased to £15,960,571, 
tered ; inspectors are empowered to take nearly double the amount in 1887. 
samples, and fines may be imposed not | The Board of Trade Returns confirm these 
exceeding £20 for the first offence, £50 figures, and show that from Denmark and 
for the second offence, and £100 for the | Holland more especially there has been a 
third. We say that the Act of 1887 is very large increase. The right hon. 
quite strong enough, that its penalties are Gentleman referred to the fact that mar- 
heavy enough, and that it would be found garine had been specially dealt with in 
quite sufficient for dealing with these Denmark. The reason why is simple. 
matters if duly enforced. I do not object The Danish farmers and producers, and 
at all to the clause in the proposed Bill the Danish Government which protects 
for securing its more active and uniform | them, have first of all established a very 
enforcement. But you have to take care | high standard of excellence for their 
of this fact. Complaint has been made | butter, and they have been, and are, 
of the unwillingness of the magistrates to | naturally most anxious, having got so 
convict, or to inflict the heavy fines which | large and strong a hold on the British 
can beinflicted underthe present Act. What | market, to maintain it, and therefore they 
is that but a proof that the magistrates | are justified under the circumstances in 
doubt the wisdom of making a distinction | excluding any danyer of the idea spread- 
betweenstatutory offencesand whatare not | ing that Danish butter is mixed with mar- 
really moral crimes? The sense of justice | garine. If we were Danish farmers I 
revolts against making unreal crimes, and | think we should take the same course. 
it would rebel even more against the | But not only have the farmers in Den- 
heavy penalties which are here proposed, | mark and France and other countries 
and the still heavier penalties which some | largely increased their exports, but our 
-desire to have superimposed, in the Bill | own colonies have done the same. The 
now before the House. I have here one| Board of Trade Returns for 1898 show 


Sir John Leng. | 
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Zealand, and Canada. I met a Govern- 
ment official from New Zealand the other 
day, and he told me they were only 
beginning to send butter, and that they 
would send it in larger and _ larger 
quantities. The last reports from Canada 
are to precisely the same effect. Why is 
this? Because the farmers abroad, by 
their intelligence and education, by their 
system of co-operation, by adopting the 
factory system, have established a high 


standard of excellence, which they main-_ 


tain. And not only that, they do not 
send their butter as our farmers send it 
to markets in dribblets of a few pounds at 
atime ; they send it in ewts. and tons, 
and if you go toa large wholesale dealer he 
will tell you that he ¢ can rely on getting 
from the Ist of January to the 31st of 
December butter in such large quantities 
as he needs for his wholesale or retail 
business, and butter against which there 
will be no complaint. I have shown that 
so far as butter is concerned, the imports 


have been steadily increasing. The facts 
with regard to margarine are, curiously 


enough, just in the other direction. So 
far as foreign margarine is concerned 
there has been a steady diminution. In 
1887 there were 1,276,140 ewts. im- 
ported, while last year the amount had 
decreased to 899,875 ewts. The value in 
the same period had gone down from 
£3,880,327 to £2,383,774. So that 
some of the opponents of margarine are 
frightening themselves over what is really 
slowly but steadily disappearing from the 
market, so far as foreign margarine is 
concerned. But there is a qualification 
upon this. While the importation of 
foreign margarine has been diminishing, 
the home manufacture has been to an 
almost equivalent extent increasing, thus 
forming a new, important and valuable 
branch of home trade and manufacture 
against which this Bill is directed. It is 
generally supposed that foreign manufac- 
turers alone are affected. Some of these 
large home manufacturers, who did not 
wish to exaggerate a single figure, have 
told me after careful and _ cautious 
estimate that they are making conjointly 
600 tons a week, or 30,000 tons per annum. 
At £40 per ton that means a manufacture 
of £1,200,000 a year. They further said 
that the capital invested in this trade 
amounted to no less than £1,500,000. 
That is not an imaginary trade. I heard 
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that there has been a wonderful increase | 
in the exportation from Australia, New | 
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hon. Members for Ireland cheering some 
statements adverse to margarine. I am 
somewhat doubtful whether they know 
the extent to which the manufacture 
exists in their own country. There are 


1899} and Drugs Bill. 


large manufactories of margarine at 
5 5 
Clarina County Limerick ; Clonmel 
’ J ? > 


Limerick, and also in the neighbourhood 
of Dublin. Then, in our own country, 
there are such manufactories as those at 
Birkenhead and Liverpool, and we have 
a considerable number in Scotland—at 
Dunraggitt, Kilmarnock, Cathcart, Glas- 
gow, Craigmillar, Mauchline (Ayrshire), 
and Leith (Midlothian). Thus it will be 
seen that this is a large and important 
branch of trade, and to that extent the 
more these agriculturists go against 
margarine the more they are going against 


their own interests. Home-made mar- 
garine is taking the place of foreign 
margarine with advantage to British 


agriculturists. It has been also found 
that this has already enhanced the price 
of cattle £1 per head, and it has also in- 
creased the demand for milk. Even the 
dairy farmers benefit by the establish- 
ment of well-appointed margarine factories 
both in Great Britain and Ireland, as they 
pay the farmers high prices for the milk 
required in the manufacture of margarine. 
The landlords already find that farms in 
the neighbourhood of margarine factories 
are letting at higher prices than they did 
before. I commend the attitude of the 
right hon. Gentleman with respect to this 
vexed question of colouring. I will not 
go at the present moment into the clause 
dealing with this subject, because when 
we come to the clauses we shall be able 
to speak upon them separately. There is 
only one point about which I should like 
to inquire. I notice that a new Com- 
mittee is to be appointed, and possibly 
the right hon. Gentleman may have seen 
a statement published in the North British 
Agriculturist, in the issue of July 12th, 
in which it points out that : 


“On Wednesday last, as we know from a 
sure source, Mr. Long, on visiting the Highland 
show, was greatly mortified at being informed 
that ‘there was no likelihood of his being in- 
vited back to hold another conference with the 
Scottish Chamber of Agriculture and the agri- 
cultural associations aftiliated therewith. On 
the following day it was made known to the 
inner circle that this committee to inv estigate 
and report on food preservatives and other 
questions connected with the Bill, would be 
appointed, with Sir Herbert Maxw ell as chair- 
man, and this will furnish a good excuse for 
withdrawing the Bill in the “meantime, and 


20 
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having it passed in an amended form next 
session. Sir Herbert Maxwell is known to be 
sound on the colouring of margarine question, 
and is very anxious to get Mr. Long ‘extri- 
eated from the bog,’ to use Mr. Long’s own 
phrase.” 


Mr. LONG: Will the hon. Gentleman 
allow me to say that there is not a shadow 
of foundation for the statements contained 
in the quotation he has just read. 


*Sir JOHN LENG: I am glad the 
right hon. Gentleman has made the 
statement that there is no intention to 
get behind the Bill. 
for South Somerset has quoted with great 
emphasis a Report from the Chamber of 
Commerce at Manchester. All I know 
about that Report is that I read it very 
carefully, and a few days afterwards I 
received the statement that its issue was 
unauthorised and that it has been issued 
without the sanction of the Chamber 
itself, and therefore it goes for very little. 
But while I have very great respect for 
the intelligence of Manchester, I have 
still more respect for the intelligence of 
Glasgow, Edinburgh, Leith, and Dundee, 
because the inhabitants there are clear- 
headed, long-headed people. Let me 
read one or two sentences from the 
petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
and manufacturers in the City of 
Glasgow, incorporated by Royal Charter 
in 1783. They say : 

* Your petitioners observe that by the pro- 
visions of this Bill a nevel and _ pernicious 
principle is proposcd to be introduced into 
common law. Legislation enforcing the im- 
poverishment, injury, or total suppression of 
the manufacture of any wholesome and impor- 
tant food is out with all existing statutory 
enactment, and would inflict a direct injury 
alike upon the consumers and upon the pro- 
ducers of the food. 


“Your petitioners are of opinion that the 
impoverishment of margarine is unnecessary 
as a protection against its fraudulent sale as 
butter. They are authoritatively informed that 
the mixture of margarine and butter can be 
ascertained by chemical analysis, whether 
the addition amounts to 10 or 50 per cent. of 
either the one food or the other. The conten- 
tion, therefore, that to limit the quantity of 
butter in margarine to 10 per cent. is neces- 
sary to secure a conviction under the Food and 
Drugs Act is wholly without foundation.” 


The Edinburgh Chamber of Commerce 
say : 

“In particular your petitioners point out 
that Clause 8, if passed, might prove the de- 
struction of the margarine trade—one in the 
maintenance of which all classes of the com- 


Sir John Leng. 
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munity (except a certain section connected 
with the home dairying interests) are directly 


| or indirectly financially concerned. 


“That clause would make unlawful to 
manufacture or sell any margarine which con- 
tains more than 10 per cent. butter fat, 
whereas it has been repeatedly proved by 


| analysis that margarine to which no butter has 
Fo) 


been added may contain upwards of 10 per 


; cent. butter fat, even as much as 17} per 


The hon. Member | 


cent. 


‘Your petitioners further are of opinion that 
to require that food which is approved by use 
as margarine is should be impoverished before 
being offered for sale is contrary to the in- 
terest, and is opposed to the usual line of Par- 
liamentary legislation.” 


The Chambers of Commerce for Leith and 
for the city which I represent have also 


| strongly petitioned this House against 


the Bull, not by what I call machine-made 


| petitions such as those which have been 


presented in its favour, but all of them 
by petitions couched in different language 
and framed by the Chambers of Com- 
merce concerned. When we come to 
Clause 8 I think we shall be able to show 
that it is altogether contrary to the prin- 
ciples of enlightened legislation, and that, 
at all events, it should be amended in a 
different direction from that which has 
been advocated by hon. Gentlemen below 
the gangway. The last objection which I 
make to this Bill is its denial of the right 
of trial by jury of the persons who will be 
subjected to very heavy fines and im- 
prisonment with hard labour under its 
provisions. The penal Section provides 
that : 

“Where a person guilty of an offence is 
liable to a fine not exceeding £50 that person 
shall be liable (if the court is of opinion that a 
fine will not meet the circumstances of the 
case) to imprisonment with or without hard 


labour for a period not exceeding three 
months. ” 
The courts before which these offences 


will be tried will be courts of summary 
jurisdiction, and it is quite easy to con- 
ceive that the magistrates of these courts 
may be imbued with similar feelings with 
regard to margarine as those which have 
been given expression to in this House ; 
and they may easily find special cireum- 
stances to justify them not only in impos- 
ing heavy fines, but also imprisonment 
with hard labour for three months. I do 
hope that this House will not, for the 
first time, impose upon traders who may, 


| in certain circumstances quite innocently, 


make an infraction of this proposed 
statute, a penalty which will subject them 
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to what will mean absolute ruin ; for if you | 
send a tradesman or general dealer to 
prison for three months with hard labour 
for an alleged fraud, you may not only 
shut up his shop, but he need never again 
resume business. I say that, in such 
cases, the offenders should have the right 
of appeal to a British jury, and for that 
reason I have adopted an Amendment 
which was drafted by the late Mr. Ascroft, 
who was not only aman of remarkable 
common-sense, but his moral rectitude 
was shown by the vigorous action he took 
against the sharks of the money-lending 
fraternity. He was a man who could dis- 
tinguish between moral crimes and _ statu- 
tory offences, and it is his Amendment 
which I have adopted. I hope that that 
Amendment will receive general support 
in this House. In conclusion I trust that 
the House, representing all interests in the 
country, will not be guided solely by con- 
sideration merely of the agricultural 
interest or the interests of a section of 
the dealers in butter, but will also con- 
sider the interests of all classes of con- 
sumers, many of whom have not the 
means to purchase high price butter, and 
are glad for their wives on Saturday night 
to buy a cheap, wholesome, and nutritious 
article at very often only half the price 
of butter. Then again, we should respect 
those manufac.urers who have invested a 
large amount of capital in margarine 
factories, and I may point out here that 
there has been no case since the Marga- 
rine Act of 1887 was passed in which a 
prosecution against a manufacturer has 
succeeded ; and on behalf of the whole 
trading and commercial interes; of this 
country I do hope that this House will 
not lend itself merely to furthering the 
interests of the butter associations against 
the margarine associations. What | 
would say is, let the English farmers and 
landed proprietors adopt better systems of 
agriculture and cultivation, and devote 
themselves more to self-reliance and _self- 
help. They should not always be looking 
to Parliament to improve their position ; 
this rests with themselves, and they 
should be left to work out their own 
salvation. The Scottish farmers do not 
come whining to this House for assist: 
ance, for they agree generally with 
the views expressed by the Scotch 
Chambers of Commerce. Let our own 
British farmers and landed proprietors 
endeavour to meet the foreign and! 
colonial producer of butter by producing 
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butter themselves of an equally excellent 
quality, inequally merchantable quantities, 
and at the same price. Surely our farmers, 
farming their own land near our great 
cities and populous towns, should be able 
to compete with growers on the other side 
of the German Ocean, on the other side 
of the Atlantic, and even at the Antipodes, 
in Australia and New Zealand. These 
foreign growers have to pay merchants’ 


commission, shipowners’ freights, and 
insurance, cold storage, and also the 
expense of refrigerating chambers. 
Surely, under these circumstances, 


British farmers ought to be able to 
compete with the foreigners. I do really 
hope that English farmers will rely more 
upon themselves, and that the farmers in 
the South of England will imitate the 
farmers in Scotland in this respect. I 
trust, also, that the deluded members of 
the Manchester Chamber of Commerce 
will take an example from the Chambers 
of Commerce in Edinburgh and Glasgow. 
If this House decides to give its support 
to these views, this Bill, before Con- 
sideration is finished, will receive a 
number of very important Amendments. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): In the discussion which has 
arisen upon the proposal of my hon. 
friend the Member for South Somerset, we 
have beendrifting into adebate in reference 
to the producers of agricultural produce 
and the manufacture of certain articles of 
food. In that discussion, which is so far 
not altogether unjustifiable, very little has 
been said about the consumer, although it 
is the consumer, who above all others, is 
interested in this Bill. Our object in 
trying to make this measure better has 
been, as far as possible, to secure the con- 
sumer from fraud or from anything that 
is injurious to his health or his pocket. 
If we bear that principle in mind, I think 
this Bill will commend itself to the con- 
sideration of the House, and before it leaves 
this and the final stage it will, I hope, have 
been so altered as to be a measure which 
will be a benefit to the great masses of 
the community. The discussion which 
has been raised is not an unjustifiable one, 
because this measure differs vastly from 
the Bill as it passed the Second Reading. 
I find that as the Bill came from the Grand 
Committee, one-third of it is new matter, 


_and out of twenty-six clauses no less than 


twenty-one have been amended. There- 
fore this measure requires serious con- 
3..0).2 
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sideration by every Member of this House 
before it passes into law. I do not 
think the proposal made by the hon. 
Member for South Somerset is an improper 
one, for it is a _ proposal which 
calls the attention of the House very 
justly to the great changes which have 
been made in this Bill during its passage 
through the Grand Committee. As far 
as I am concerned, and as far as my in- 
formation leads me to a conclusion, | 
regard this Bill as greatly improved in 
the shape in which it now stands as com- 
pared with the shape in which it was 
introduced. Nevertheless, it introduces 
great changes in the law, and therefore 
the measure requires very deliberate con- 
sideration, There is in this Bill an oppor- 
tunity of bringing about an inspection at 
the port of entry, which is of very great 
importance indeed to the consumer. If 
we had nothing left in the Bill but the 
third clause, I do not think that we should 
want much else in order to have the law 
properly carried out. The third clause, 
for the first time in the history of this 
class of legislation, compels the local 
authority to enforce the law. 
very sorry to interfere with anything in 
that clause, for it will do much in the way 
of making adulteration scarce in this 
country. I think that when we make it 
the statutory duty of every authority to 
administerthe Adulteration Acts, we take 
a step which will be for the benefit of 
the whole community, and in particular a 
great benefit to the consumer. We have 
certain other novelties in the measure, 
some of which will be very valuable. We 
have a system of inspection under the 
Local Government Board, as well as under 
the Board of Agriculture, which will keep 
the local authorities up to their duty. 
I regard the Bill as somewhat revolu- 
tionary in another respect, inasmuch as it 
partly takes away from the Local Govern- 
ment Board the supervision of the Food and 
Drugs Act ; but that is a point which we 
shall have to consider. I do not think 
that the new Board of Agriculture ought 
to step in and take over these duties, 
which have been discharged for a quarter 
of a century by the Local Government 
Board. The President of the Board of 
Agriculture appears to have rushed in 
where the angel of the Local Govern- 
ment Board fears to tread. I hope we 
shall not be 


because in this measure the well-being of 


Sir Walter Foster 
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I should be. 


led to consider too much | 
either the producer cr the manufacturer, | 
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the consumer is especially concerned, and 
it is the consumer who is to be protected 
from injury by an Act such as this. [ 
think my hon. friend who moved this 
Amendment has now gained all he 
desired by having produced this very 
interesting Debate by his proposal, and [ 
hope he will not put the House to the 
trouble of a Division after he has obtained 
so much valuable information. 


and Drugs Bill. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry,, 
W.): 1 recognise that this Bill contains 
one or two valuable provisions which 
I would like to see extended to Ireland. 
I think that generally in Ireland disap- 
pointment will be felt, because the main 
grievance that we have in relation to 
adulteration of agricultural products, 
namely, the colouring of margarine, has 
not been dealt with. The butter in- 
dustry is one of the largest in Ireland, 
and, speaking of that industry, I think 
I can safely say that the Irish manufae- 
turers of butter are not in the least 
afraid of any form of honest competition. 
But we have the distinct grievance that 
our manufacture of butter is met by 
what I must call dishonest competition. 
What we object to is this: that our 
neighbours produce a product which is 
not butter, but, through the ignorance 
of the purchaser, they are enabled to 
sell it as Irish butter. If it could be 
made plain to us that margarine would 
always be sold as margarine, and that 
there would be no infringement of the 
various Acts of Parliament dealing with 
the sale of margarine, then we should 
have no objection ; but this is perfectly 
impossible so long as margarine is allowed 
to be coloured like butter, for poor 
people often purchase in a hurry, and 
though they expect to get butter they 
often get margarine. A good deal has been 
said about the necessity of supporting 
the interests of the working man in this 
matter. I am perfectly certain that nine 
working men out of every ten would 
much prefer butter to margarine, but as 
things are now it is perfectly impossible 
to suppose that if a workman or his wife 
or daughter go into a grocer’s shop they 
have any means of knowing which is mar 
garine and which is butter. 


An Hon. Member: But the Act of 


1887 provides for. that. 
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Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: Yes, but 
that Act has never been properly en- 
forced, and the difficulty we have is that 
no Act will be properly enforced. All 
we should do is to insist that if an article 
is sold as margarine, it should be sold 
in its natural colour. Some hon. Mem- 
bers have said that if margarine were 
sold in its natural colour nobody would 
buy it. That seems to me to be a very 
strong and urgent reason why we should 
insist upon it being sold in its natural 
colour. Hon. Members who have travelled 
on the Continent know that in some 
places they can only get white butter, 
and they can eat that just as well as 
yellow butter. I do not believe that if 
margarine were sold in its natural colour 
it would make any difference to 
the people who wish to use margarine 
instead of butter. It has been said that the 
working man is greatly interested in 
cheap food, but as far as I can 
gather, the opinion of working men as 
represented in this House is in favour of 
having an honest article. This being such 
an important industry in Ireland, I think 
it would not be right for Irish Members 
to allow this Bill to pass without, at all 
events, expressing their opinion that the 
Irish butter industry is very badly treated 
in this respect. We are not afraid of 
honest competition, but what we do object 
to is dishonest competition. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): The 
right hon. Gentleman on the Front Oppo- 
sition Bench has told us that we ought to 
consider this matter in the interests of 
the consumer. I think that this is most 
important advice, and I am sure the 
House will bear it in mind. The only 
thing is that the consumer may have two 
interests at stake, and the House will 
have to bear in mind those two interests 
So far as my hon. friend is concerned, he 
appears to bear only one of those in- 
terests in mind. He has spoken of the 
consumer being protected from fraud. We 
are dealing with questions of fraud all 
through this Bill ; but you have also got 
to consider the interests of the consumer 
who has got a small purse, and to protect 
chim against the rich and powerful class 
who want to protect themselves by this 
I quite agree that we ought to 
do everything we can to repress fraud, but 
if that is our object, we ought to pass 
legislation conceived in the spirit of the 
Act of 1875. Ido not think Parliament 
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has improved in its treatment of this 
great question. If anyone will look at 
the Act of 1875, it will be found that 
that Act deals with food broadly, and 
there is no special article singled out. It 
provides that there shall be no fraud con- 
nected with any food, and it looks at the 
interests of the consumer generally, and 
does it in a more intelligent way. So 
much for the Act of 1875. I believe the 
present Bill has been blessed by my hon. 
friend the Member for Devonport, who 
introduced a Bill last year, upon the back 
of which I placed my name. But that 
was a very different Bill from this, and I 
cannot understand for a moment how 
anybody who introduced a Bill like that 
of last year could lend his support and 
make himself responsible for the propo- 
sals in the present Bill. If anyone will 
look at the two measures he will see that 
the proposals are absolutely different. 
This is the great point upon which the 
House ought to fix its mind. In 1887 we 
had a bad measure from the predecessors 
of the present Government, and that 
measure was full of margarine. Now we 
are having another measure which is full 
of margarine, and I am sick of margarine. 
We have heard too much of it in this 
Debate—too much of margarine and too 
much of butter. I do not know anything, 
consciously, of margarine. I have not 
been spoken to by any manufacturers of 
margarine, and I have tried to keep away 
from the butter associations as far as | 
could. I think we should remember 
that we are dealing with broad national 
interests, and we should not talk too 
much about any single article, but embody 
something in the Bill which will apply to 
all articles of food. That is the great 
objection I find to the present Bill, which 
is full of one article, and it is framed in 
the interests of powerful and rich classes 
instead of being full of general principles 
applying toall classes of food. There isa 
rich and powerful class protected in the 
Bill, and that is the agricultural interest, 
and the interests of the butter associations. 
I do not want to speak much about mar- 
garine, because I think the Committee 
has already heard enough about it. 
Margarine appears to be made as an 
honest article and a useful food. If that 
is so, why should it not have fair play in 
this Bill? There is nothing about the 
honest man in this Bill at all, and it is 
aimed entirely at the fraudulent person. 
My point is that if we have a fair deserip- 
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tion of margarine, it isan honest article 
which may be honestly sold; and it is a 
cheap and useful food suitable to people 
who have got small, purses. _If that is so, 
it ought to be treated as an honest 
article, and we should not allow the 
stigmas which are laid upon it under this 
Bill. The right hon. Gentleman who has 
spoken from the front Opposition bench 
has stated that it is necessary to inspect 
the goods at the port of entry. Already 
the Bill is full of administrative confusion, 
and if we establish a second examining 
authority at the port of entry, the result 
will be that many articles will get through 
without being examined at all. I want 
every article of food landed to be ex- 
amined by the proper authority, and the 
Customs authorities are the proper 
people to deal with this question. The 
effect of having two distinct authorities 
will be that bad articles will get in 
without being examined, because the 
Customs authorities will say, ‘We thought 
the Board of Agriculture would do this”; 
and the Board of Agriculture will say, 
“We thought the Customs would do 
it.” We shall have confusion at the port 
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of entry, but that will only be the be-. 


ginning of the trouble, and it will be a 
case of too many cooks spoiling the broth, 
and nobody’s interests will be properly 
managed. It may be said that it will be 
very hard to get the Customs, the 
Local Government Board, or the local 
authorities to do their duty, but I do not 
believe in Parliament shrinking from 
these hard tasks and taking on an easy 
way when it is a bad way. For these 
reasons I think the proposals of this Bill 
should be viewed with some suspicion. 
There are some extraordinary anomalies in 
the Bill, and I will mention one of them. 
The Billmakes an invoice a warranty, 
although it does not define what an in- 
voice is. Invoices are usually written by 
the worst paid clerks in a commercial 
establishment, and yet, hereafter, every 
invoice so made will be a warranty bind- 
ing on the firm. I think this should not 
be allowed without imposing some very 
great safeguards, and there should be a 
limit of time fixed during which action 
may be taken on the warranty. There 
are many classes of margarine and butter 
which are not so good in a month as they 
are when they come in. Is the merchant 
who sent out those goods to be respon- 
sible for them seven days or a month 
after they are delivered? There is no 
Mr. Lough. 
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| provision made for anything of this kind,. 
‘for the Committee upstairs were in a 
hurry; therefore, I think it would be 
‘better to take this proposal out of the 
Bill. The right hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Bill is responsible for many 
of these great changes, and I notice that 
there are Amendments down to make the 
Bill apply te other sorts of food as well as 
margarine and butter. These are good 
Amendments so far as they go, but I think 
theright hon. Gentleman would do better if 
he would take a little more time to con- 
sider this question before he presses it 
upon the House. I would venture to 
' suggest that the best course to take would 
be to withdraw the Bill altogether, for I 
believe that I have shown that it contains 
some very great anomalies. If the Bill 
is withdrawn, and we are allowed to care 
fully consider it during the next six 
months, I believe we shall then be able to 
address ourselves to this very important 
subject, tothe advantage of the community 
at large. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South 
Molton): I shall not intervene for more 
than two or three minutes, but I wish to 
allude to the remarks made by the hon. 
Member who has just sat down, which I 
think challenge a little criticism. I do 
not think the hon. Member could have 
given the Government a better text to go 
to the country upon. He said there was 
nothing in the Bill about honest people, 
and that the measure aimed at fraudulent 
persons only. I think a Bill ought to 
deal with fraudulent people very strictly. 
Then the hon. Member made an Irish 
“bull,” for he said that he was sick of 
‘margarine although he had never con- 
sciously tasted it. My hon. friend went 
on to say that invoices were made out by 
the worst paid clerks in an office. I 
hope that is not the case in his own 
establishment, and if that is the state 


of things which exists it ought 
to he altered at once. My _ hon. 


| friend also said that we ought to deal 
| with margarine in the spirit of the Act of 
| 1875, but in that year margarine was not 
| in existence. With regard to what has 
‘been said by the hon. Member for Dun- 
dee, I may say that I have never heard a 
_Member in this House fancy himself and 
his people more than the hon. Member 
for Dundee. He drew a comparison, 
apparently much to his own satisfaction, 
‘between us and “hard-headed sensible 


| 
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Scotchmen,” and he was very severe 
on this Bill, because it proposes to inflict 
imprisonment. But how is imprisonment 
brought in? It is only brought in after 
thethird offence, and then it is at the discre- 
tion of the magistrate, who has an oppor- 
tunity of letting the offender off again. 
The Debate commenced with the question 
of margarine, but I do not intend to prolong 
this discussion, because there are other 
Amendments on the Paper which I hope 
may becarried. The hon. Member for Dun- 
dee said the imports of margarine were 
decreasing, while the imports of butter 
were going up. It is avery extraordinary 
thing that the imports of butter from 
Holland are going up, while at the same 
time that country is the seat of the mar- 
garine trade. Holland sends us 90 per 
cent. of our margarine, and the increase in 
the importation of butter from Holland 
has gone up 40 per cent. since the year 
1895, which proves that there is a very 
considerable amount of margarine manu- 
factured in Holland which is imported 
into this country as butter. That is what 
we hope to stop by this Bill. I will not 
go further into this discussion at the 
present stage, but content myself with 
the few remarks which I have made. I 
may say that if the hon. Member for South 
Somerset divides the House on this sub- 
ject I shall support the Government, be- 
cause I would rather have this Bill than 
no Bill at all. 
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Sirk CHARLES CAMERON (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton): The right hon. Gen- 
tleman has stated that he has never 
seen a Bill which has received so 
much support in the country as this Bill, 
especially the proposal which it contains | 
in reference to regulating the sale of mar- 
garine. The right hon. Gentleman has 
stated that as to the restrictions which it 
is proposed to place upon the margarine 
trade the whole of the agriculturists of the 
country were united. I think that shows 
clearly that the proposals of this Bill have | 
the effect of pitting the interests of the | 
agriculturists against those of the towns. 
As far as I have been able to judge, my 
opinion is that I never saw any measure 
proposed by any Government upon which 
there was such an absolutely unanimous 
opinion against the proposals of the 
Government in reference to margarine. 
My hon. friend the Member for Dundee | 
quoted the opinion of a number of | 
chambers of commerce in Scotland, in- | 
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cluding Glasgow, Edinburgh, Dundee, and 
so forth. In Glasgow the town council 
has gone dead against the Government 
proposals as regards margarine. In re- 
ference to Clause 8 they say : 


‘“‘The Corporation see no justifiable reason, 
from the point of view of the citizens, why 
their margarine should be limited in quality, 
as it would be were Clause 8 passed into law.” 


And later on the Health Committee, en- 
trusted with the administration of the 
Food and Drugs Bill in connection with 
the Glasgow Corporation, issued a very 
strong letter upon the subject, in which 
they stated that : 


“Clause 8 seemsa reductio ad absurdum, as 
it prohibits adding a superior article to an in- 
ferior, although the mixture must be sold 
under the inferior name. It deprives the 
public of a palatable and wholesome article of 
food, and compels them either to pay a much 
higher price for butter, or be content with a 
much inferior article, and prohibits the well- 
doer from well-doing in an effort to prevent 
fraud by the fraudulent.” 


We are told that the reason for these pro- 
posals is that if a sufficient amount of 
butter is added—more than 10 per cent. 

~it is impossible for the analyst to detect 
the fraud. But what do this committee 
say on this point? They say: 


“Our city analyst advises us that even 40 
per cent. of butter added to margarine is quite 
capable of detection, and that the existing 
owers are sufficient for prosecuting success- 
Pally for selling any mixture in any proportions 
of margarine and butter as butter. Nothing 
can be clearer than that the more butter there 
is in margarine the better for the buyer and 
consumer.” 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): But 


why not all butter ? 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON: Cer 
tainly, but why not a mixture if it is sold 
asa mixture? Here is the opinion of 
the Scottish Co-operative Wholesale 
Society. They say: 


“We have seen a copy of the letter of the 
29th ult. sent to you by the Public Health 
Committee of the City of Glasgow. Our 
society is composed of 289 co-operative socie- 
ties, with a membership of over 220,000, all 
ratepayers and voters living in all parts of 
Scotland. Our members are chiefly of the 
working classes, who are interested in the 
clauses of the Bill and in preventing any 
restriction affecting the sale of a wholesome 
article. We entirely concur in what is said 
in the letter of the Health Committee, and we 
trust that you will use your utmost en- 
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deavours to get the suggestions therein made 


carried into effect, and thus benefit the general | 


public.” 


But that is not all. I have here a 
memorial to the House from the Lanark 
County Council, which represents one of 
the most populous counties in Scotland, 
also expressing the same view. The 
right hon. Gentleman on the Front Oppo- 
sition Bench and several other ‘speakers 
have spoken in praise of this Bill, but it 
strikes me the hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Islington struck the true note 
when he protested against legislation for 
special articles, and when he demanded 
that the Bill should be made applicable 
to food generally. But what do we find 
in connection with this Bill? It consists 
of two parts. Under the first part the 
importation of certain articles which are 
insufficiently described is not prohibited 
at the port of entry. The second part 
deals with the sale and manufacture of 
adulterated articles within the United 
Kingdom. We find that the prohibition 
at the port of entry is restricted to agri- 
cultural products, and to a certain class 
manufactured from milk, and these are 
dealt with in a fragmentary, illusory, and 
unintelligible fashion. For instance, 
milk from which the cream has been 
extracted must be marked “ skimmed ” or 
“separated.” At the same time you 
admit impoverished cheese, but if it con- 
tains anything in the shape of margarine 
you insist upon it being subject to all 
sorts of restrictions. This Bill deals in a 
fragmentary manner with one article, and 
makes no provision in connection with 
the fraud which in all probability will 
arise in the case of other articles. In the 
case of butter it is proposed to provide for 
the stoppage at the port of entry of 
impoverished butter. Now, what is im- 
poverished butter ? It is the butter made 


from skimmed milk ; if it is worth while , 


to try and get butter from skimmed milk, 
such butter will be just as good as an 
equal amount of the butter which has 
been previously taken from the same milk. 
The greatest ingenuity cannot get more 
fat out of the milk than it contains. The 
butter from separated milk, if it would 
pay to make it, is just as good as the 
other butter, for impoverished butter does 
not mean butter than has been adulterated 
with margarine. Why is this legislation 
being carried out by a system of traps and 
pitfalls? Why has not a standard been 


laid down at which butter should be con- , 


Sir Charles Cameron. 
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sidered adulterated, in order to enable us 
to understand what is meant by the Bill ? 
The Bill takes no account of “process” 
butter, which is infinitely more deleterious 
than adulterated butter. “ Process” butter 
is old, rancid butter sent through a certain 
process and made to taste like new. The 
acid which gives the butter its rancid taste 
is washed out, but the baccilli are retained, 
and consequently the butter goes back to 
its rancid condition in a very short time. 
“Process” butter is injurious to health, 
and yet this Bill does not take the smallest 
note of it. Take the case of margarine 
itself and see what the proposal in the Bill 
amounts to. As the hon. Member for 
South Molton said, it is a very sns- 
picious circumstance than the importation 


of butter from Holland is largely 
increasing, the explanation — probably 


being that a large amount of the Dutch 
butter imported into this country is really 
margarine. We know it is impossible 
to detect the adulteration if there is a 
larger proportion of butter in margarine 
than 10 per cent., and therefore the case 
for the provision in the Bill falls to the 
ground. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
now entering into a discussion which had 
better be reserved until the clause stand- 
ing in the name of the hon. Member is 
reached. 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON: I only 
wish to show the uselessness of this clause 
with regard to butter adulterated with 
margarine. There is nothing at all to 
prevent a foreign manufacturer mixing 
30 per cent. or 40 per cent. of margarine 
with butter and sending it into this coun- 
try. It cannot be detected, and nothing 
can prevent the dairy farmer in_ this 
country doing the same thing. I object 
to the Bill in so far as it does not deal 
with the subject in a comprehensive 
manner. None of the adulterations com- 
monly met with are dealt with.  Pre- 
serves, for instance, have formed the 
subject of many prosecutions, but they 
have been neglected by the framers of 
this measure. Why have not general 
principles been adopted, and why are we 
asked to give the Government a blank 


cheque to interfere with any trade they 


may think proper? The right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Thanet said this 
interference would be a mere bagatelle. 
That is not the view I take. The whole 
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of this case as regards butter and mar- 
garine was brought before the Supreme 
Court of the United States, which will be 
admitted by everyone to be one of the 
blest tribunals in the whole world. 
Several States in the Union, under the 
influence of the agriculturists, passed laws 
prohibiting the manufacture of margarine, 
or insisting that the product should be 
coloured. For instance, one State passed 
the “ pink law” and very grave penalties 
were enacted against any person trans- 
gressing it. A number of dealers contra- 
vened the law and were arrested, and a 
test case was brought before the Supreme 
Court of Appeal, which delivered the 
following judgment : 


“The Legislature in common with many 

others speaks of butter as a product of nature. 
Butter is no more a product of nature than 
butterine. Both are manufactured. The 
principle ingredients of butter come primarily 
from the cow, and pass through different pro- 
cesses of manufacture to its finished state. 
Science by various chemical processes extracts 
the principal ingredients of butterine from the 
eow and kindred animals, and the complete 
products are practically the same in both cases. 
The Legislature may pass any reasonable 
regulations for the manufacture and sale both 
of butter and butterine. It cannot prohibit the 
manufacture or sale of whole-ome and nutri- 
tious articles of food, either directly or underthe 
guise of regulatory Acts. It is insisted that 
the Legislature has the sole right to say 
whether the Act is reasonable or not, and its 
discretion cannot be inquired into by the 
courts. If that be true then the Legislature 
may at its next session, prompted by the 
butterine or some other interests, remove all 
regulations on the manufacture or sale of 
butterine, and prohibit the use of annato or 
any other colouring matter, or even the use of 
salt in butter, and add such other regulations 
as would amount to a prohibition of the manu- 
acture or sale of butter. Then they might 
prohibit the grinding of corn meal so as to 
make the meal white; or they might require 
all corn meal to be ground coarse and coloured 
yellow so that it would not resemble wheat 
flour. In fact, the field that would be open to 
the Legislature would be unlimited, and the 
greatest monopolies this country has ever seen 
might be fostered and built up in this State if 
the Legislature was so inclined, and there 
would be no redress for the people.” 


This present Bill has been completely re- 
modelled, and I think we ought to havesome 
general principles on which to rely. The 


Feeding Stuffs and Fertilisers Act really | 


aims at adulteration, because it seeks to 


grapple with the subject at the fountain 


head. This Bill contents itself with harrow- 
‘ing retailers and leaving the manufacturers 
untouched. Section 13 of the Sale of 
Goods Act provides that where goods are 
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sold with a description there is an im- 
plied understanding that they correspond 
with that description. For instance, a 
grocer recently sold two tins of syrup. 
They were labelled “First Class,” but 
they were afterwards found to be adul- 
terated. The grocer was prosecuted for 
selling adulterated goods, and fined £6. 
Of course, the grocer was punished even 
to a greater extent than the mere 
amount of the fine, because he was con- 
victed of selling adulterated goods, and 
his rivals would not scruple to take ad- 
vantage of that fact when pushing their 
own trade as against his. The Feeding 
Stuffs and Fertilisers Act carries the 
matter still further. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
now entering into a detailed discussion, 
which would be more appropriate on the 
Amendments which stand in the hon. 
Member’s name on the Paper. 


Str CHARLES CAMERON: I do 
not, of course, Sir, wish to contest your 
ruling, but it seems to me that legislation 
of this kind should be constructed on 
general principles. We are asked to give 
the Minister of Agriculture a_ blank 
cheque with regard to the setting up of 
standards. Hon. Gentlemen from [reland 
appear to trust themselves blindfolded to 
the Board of Agriculture. I would ask 
them whether it would not be better 
that, instead of leaving the whole of this 
question as to what constitutes adultera- 
tion of butter to the Board of Agricul- 
ture, it should be laid down in the 
Act of Parliament. The right hon. Gentle- 
man himself may have no_ intention 
of dealing harshly in the matter, but he 
cannot bind his successors. The Bill has 
been somewhat improved by the Amend- 
ments carried in Committee, but they were 
forced on the right hon. Gentleman almost 
at the point of the bayonet. For instance, 
one Amendment gives power to the Local 
Government Board to enforce the ad- 
ministration of the Food and Drugs Act 
in districts in which it is neglected. The 
right hon. Gentleman told us he could 
not accept that, and he only accepted it 
after several of his hon. friends got up 
and pressed him on the point. Another 
improvement is, that an analyst should 
be compulsorily appointed. There, again, 
that Amendment was not brought forward 
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by the right hon. Gentleman, although he | 


accepted without the smallest trouble 
what my hon. friend the Member for 
Dundee has described as “the clause for 
altruistic imprisonment.” 
trine is that a man should be responsible 
for the acts of his agent, but I do not 
know of any instance where a man _ has 
been made criminally responsible for the 
acts of another. The Bill now appears to 
me to be conceived entirely in the in- 
terests of one class. It will work so little 


good, and will have such little effect in | 


preventing adulteration, that if my hon. 
friend goes to a Division I will support 
him. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Galway, N.): The 


hon. Baronet who has just sat down has 


and Drugs Bill. 1072: 


is because of admitted frauds, as well as 


| of their immensity and continuance, that 


The legal doc- | 


appealed to the Irish Members to be | 


careful as to what they are going to do 
in connection with this Bill. He 
asked us if we are going blindfolded to 
put the case of the Irish agriculturist 
into the hands of the President of the 
Board of Agriculture. In these matters, 
although I confess that we are indebted 
for a great deal of support to Scotch 
Members, I would say to the hon. 
Baronet that we are the best judges of 
our own affairs. I would further draw 
his attention to the fact that the right 
hon. Gentleman has undertaken in this 
Bill to appoint a Board of Reference, or, 
at any rate, that before the Board of 
Agriculture proceeds to say what per- 
centage of water is legitimate in’ butter 
he will take every means of ascertain- 


ing what is legitimate. I do not 
know that during his early career 


the right hon. Gentleman has been in any 
way remarkable for running away from 
any undertaking given by him in this 
House, and I do not anticipate that the 
Irish producers will labour under any 
difficulty in the matter. I notice that 
the opponents of this Bill are unanimous 
in agreeing that it is intended solely and 
entirely to benefit agriculture, and that 
the Government has been forced by the 
representatives of agricultural interests in 
this House to introduce the Bill. The 
hon. Member for West Islington in the 
course of this Debate asked would any 


has | 


it has been found that the existing law is 
not sufficiently strong to prohibit fraud, 
and the Government have been forced in 
the interest of just trading to bring in 
this Bill. My hon. friend says that from 
beginning to end the Bill deals solely 
with fraud. Of course it does, because its 
sole object is to stop fraud. We have 
heard over and over again that this isa 
fight between town and country. It is 
nothing of the kind. It is a fight on the 
part of the honest trader against the dis- 
honest trader. If it be a fact, and J 
admit it is, that these frauds hit not onl y 
the honest trader, but also the agricul- 
tural producer, is it because the agricul- 
tural producer finds himself badly hit, 
that we are to be told that this Bill to 
prevent such frauds is introduced solely 
in the interests of agriculture, and that 
working men are to be deprived of whole- 
some articles of food? I notice that 


during this Debate no direct representa- 


‘capitalists, and I 


Irish Member get up and deny that fact. | 
I deny that the Government have been | 
forced by the representatives of agricul. | 


ture. I deny that it is because of agri- 


cultural depression that the Government | 


have been forced to bring in this Bill. It 


Sir Charles Cameron. 


tive of labour has got up and said that this 
Bill will deprive the poor man of a cheap 
and wholesome article of food. That 


argument is used, not by the work- 
ing men representatives, but by the 


prefer to believe 
that my hon. friend the Member for 
Batttersea or my hon. friend the Member 
for Stepney, is better entitled to speak on 
behalf of the working classes than the hon. 
Member for the Bridgeton Division or the 
hon. Member for Dundee. We are told 
this Bill was forced upon the Government. 
No doubt it was, and I am very glad the 
Government have introduced it. The 
hon. Member for West Islington told us 
that he put his name on the hack of the 
Bill introduced by the hon. Member for 
Devonport. He did not tell us whether 
he regretted that fact or not, though I 
am inclined to believe he does regret it. 
The principal provisions in the present Bill 
were contained in the Bill of the hon. 
Member for Devonport. The latter Bill 
contained imprisonment, and as my hon. 
friend put his name on the back of the 
Bill, I am inclined to assume that he was 
in favour of imprisonment then, although 
he is against it now. That Bill also con- 
tained a provision for inspection at the 
port of entry. My hon. friend was in 


favour of that then, though he now says 


it is a monstrous interference with trade. 
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Mr. LOUGH: I did not say anything 
of the kind. I said I was in favour of 
inspection at the port of entry, but that 


{17 JuLy 1899} 


it should be carried out by the Customs | 
reproach, but who have suddenly de- 


and not by the Board of Agriculture. 


inthe present Bill stating that the inspec- 
tion may be undertaken by the Commis- 


| veloped into Protectionists. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: There is a provision | 


sioners of Customs. I would also direct the | 
attention of the House to Clause 2, which | 


states that the Local Government Board 


may in relation to any matter appearing | 


to them to affect 
terests of the consumer,” ete. It does 
not say, it will be observed, “the general 
interests of agriculture.” My hon. friend 
apparently has not read the Bill. One of 
the necessities for this measure is that 
the local authorities have refused, and still 


“the general in- | 


and Drugs Bill. 1074 
whole proceedings in the Select Com- 
mittee,in the Grand Committee, and in the 
Debates in the House, at the number of 
gentlemen whom I believed to be above 


I hope the 
hon. Gentleman who moved this Amend- 
ment will not go to a Division. I admit 
that the Bill does not go far enough, but 
I agree with what has been said by the 
hon. Member for Devonport, that as it 
stands the Bill contains very valuable 
provisions, and that it is a considerable 
advance on the law as it exists. I would 
say to my friends who are very strong on 
this question of colouring: Give the Bill 
a chance, and see how it will operate. If 
it is found after a reasonable time that 


|its provisions are not sufficient to stop 
fraud, then a stronger case than ever will 


refuse, to put into operation the Act of | 


1887. It has been found that for years 
and years in some of the principal centres 


of population, especially in the North of | 


England, the local authorities have allowed 
the Act to remain a dead letter. Hon. 
Members who oppose this Bill say that 
the existing law is sufficient, but what are 
they going to do to compel the local 
authorities to put that law into operation ? 
Itis because of the refusal of the local 
authorities that power has been taken in 
this Bill to have inspectors appointed by 


the Board of Agriculture in order to) 


make the Act of 1887 operative. On 
the question of colouring there is an 
enormous amount of misapprehension. 


We are asked why margarine should not | 


he coloured as well as butter. Although 
it may appear a strong statement, I 
deny that butter is coloured at. all. 
I know no other article of food than mar- 
garine which after the colouring process 
has heen gone through, is so changed as 


to be made unrecognisable by anyone | 


who knows the article in its natural con- 
dition, We are accused that we want to 
kill the trade in margarine. I deny that. 
We admit margarine is an extremely 
wholesome article of food, and we are 
aware of the fact that a very large 
number of people are engaged in the 
trade. We are not at all opposed to the 
trade, but we are moving in the interests 
of the consumer. It is said that we are 
forgetting Free Trade, and that this is the 
thin edge of the wedge of Protection. 
There are protectionists and protectionists ; 
there is such a thing as broad protection. 


|of the hon. Member for Dundee. 





have been made out against the colouring 
of margarine. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I quite 
agree with my hon. friend who has just. 
spoken, that this is not a question between 
town and country, but quite the contrary. 
There is no doubt that margarine offers 
great inducement to fraudulent trading, 
seeing that it can be bought at 4d. per lb., 
while it is frequently sold at 8d., 10d., 
and Is. per lb. It inflicts unquestionably 
a very great disadvantage on farmers, for 
it ousts farmers out of their legitimate 
market. But in adopting this Bill we are 
not legislating solely for agriculturists, 
but in the interest also of consumers in 
large towns. Tons of margarine bought 
at 34d. and 4d. per Ib. are coloured 
and palmed off on the poor as butter, and 
the price of butter paid for it. I do not 
want to detain the House longer, since 
the case has been so well stated by my hon. 
friend the Member for North Galway, but 
I want to refer for a moment to the speech 
He 
quoted statistics to show that the impor- 
tation of margarine has largely decreased, 
and that the manufacture of margarine 
has progressed in this country. It matters 
not whether the margarine is manufac- 
tured in this, or in other countries. There 
are four manufactories in Ireland. We 
say, however, even if it is made in 
Ireland, let it be sold as margarine, and 
not palmed off on the poor as butter. 
It is now almost impossible to detect. 
margarine in appearance from butter, and 
it is necessary in the interest of the 


Iwas shocked and surprised during the | farmers who are seriously injured, and 
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-also of the consumers, that the Govern- | the act of an employee for which he was 


ment should take steps to stop these 
frauds. I should have wished the Bill 
had been stronger than it is. 


| 


not responsible, and for the prevention of 
which he had used due diligence. He 


We pro- | submitted that that was a most urgent 


posed to do this in Committee upstairs, | argument in favour of the introduction 


but were not able to carry the point. 
The Bill, however, has some provisions 
which would stop these fraudulent opera- 
tions, and it is a step in advance. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill, as amended, considered. 


Mr. LONG: I beg to move the 
Amendment standing in my name on the 
Paper. This small drafting Amendment 
is introduced hecause it is thought to be 
the more convenient way to have all the 
enactments repealed in the schedule than 
scattered about the Bill. 


A Clause (Repeal of enactments in 
Schedule),—(Mr. Long), — brought up, 
and read the first and second time, and 
aaded. 


Srrk_ CHARLES 
the insertion of 
clause : 


CAMERON moved 


the following new 


“When an employer is charged with an 
offence under this Act, he shall be entitled, 
upon information duly laid by him, to have any 
other person whom he charges as the actual 
offender brought before the Court at the time 
a pace for hearing the charge, and if, after 
the commission of the offence has heen proved, 
the employer proves to the satisfaction of the 
Court that he has used due diligence to enforce 
the execution of the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Acts, 1875 to 1899, as defined by this Act, and 
that the said other person had committed the 
offence in question without his knowledge, con- 
sent, or connivance, the said other person shall 
be summarily convicted of such offence, and 
the empioyer shall be exempt from any 
penalty.” 


It was quite right that a man should be 
responsible civilly for every act of his em- 
ployee, but there was no precedent, so far 
as he (Sir C. Cameron) knew, for a 
criminal responsibility being fixed on one 
man in respect of the action of another. 
This Bill, for the first time, proposed to 
treat an offence against the Food and 
Drugs Act as a crime for which a man 
may be sent to prison, and‘unless the new 
clause he proposed was added to the Bill 
an employer might be sentenced to three 
months’ imprisonment for hard labour for 


Mr. Power. 


| 
| 


of the clause he proposed. 


Clause (Exemption from penalty)— 
(Sir Charles Cameron)—brought wp, and 


_read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the clause he read a second time.” 


Mr. LONG: The hon. Baronet has, 


judging from his speech, misunderstood 
o 2 


what the effect of this clause will be. Under 
the sixteenth clause a person guilty of 


|a breach of the Act is liable to a fine of 


| could 


| 


£20 for the first offence, of £50 for the 
second offence, and of £100 for the third 
offence. But in the case of the third 
offence, if the offence, in the opinion of 
the court, “was committed by the per- 
sonal act, default, or negligence of the 
person accused,” imprisonment for that 
offence may be imposed if the court con- 
siders that a fine would not meet the 
circumstances of the case. The master 
is, therefore, only liable to imprisonment 
for the third offence. It is the master 
who receives the benefit of these repeated 
evasions of the Act, and it is the master 
and not the servant—perhaps a boy earn- 
ing a few shillings a week—who should 
be held responsible. In the interests of 
fair play the House ought to adhere to 
the Bill as it stands, which provides that a 
master shall be liable for the offence of 
his servant, but which guards the master 
against the risk of unjust imprisonment. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (Stock- 
port): If any of these Amendments 
go to a Division I shall vote against 
them. I shall do so because the Bill 
as it now stands is in my judgment 
a good one. It is the best Bill that 
be drafted under the cireum- 
stances under which it was_ initiated. 
It was considered in Committee, and the 
result was a compromise between a great 
many conflicting interests: theagricultural 
interest, the distributing interest, the 
importing interest, and the consuming 
interest. This Bill is the happy medium. 
The right hon. Gentleman's attitude 
during the progress of the Bill through 
the Committee was a wise and impartial 
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one, and I protest against raking up 
everything again by these Amendments. 
[ venture to say that the House, in 
considering these Amendments, should have 
regard to the fact that the Bill is a com- 
promise, and only accept drafting Amend- 
ments. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER: I do not 
want to injure or imperil the Bill by the 
introduction of Amendments, but I think 
the right hon, Gentleman has stated the 
ease a little too strongly. It does seem hard 
that « man should be rendered liable to 
very serious penalties through the action of 
another who may be a malicious employee. 
It is quite conceivable that a person witha 
grudge against his employer might adul- 
terate butter or other articles, when 
they are sold miles away from where 
the owner is. I do not think there is 
sufficient justification for the attitude 
taken by the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
$.W.): The position taken by the hon. 
Member for Stockport is somewhat a 
strange one, and one against which it is 
necessary to protest. He says he isin 
favour of these Amendments, but he does 
not vote for them because the Bill was 
the result of a compromise in Committee. 
If we are to act on that principle we 
might as well go home. We are not bound 
by the conclusions at which the Com- 
mittee have arrived. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: I only 


explained my attitude. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: Wit regard to 
the Amendment now before the House, 
although I think this Bill is in some 
respects too stringent, I do not think the 
particular part of it against which my 
hon. friend has spoken is open to objec- 
tion. My hon. friend made a strong 
point when he drew attention to Clause 
2, Sub-section 16, and pointed out that it 
would be quite a new thing to senda man 
to prison for the fault of his servant. But 
I think my right hon. friend has clearly 
met that by pointing out that even as the 
Bill now stands the proprietor can only 
be sent to prison for negligence. On that 
ground I do not feel that we should be 
indanger, and for that reason I support 
the Amendment. 
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Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I sup-- 


pose it is of no use to protest, but it does 
seem to be rather a strong order, when 
the offence is proved to be committed by 
another man, that the court should not 
be allowed to convict the real offender. 
For us to pass a law under those cireum- 
stances seems to me to be going rather 
far. As I said in Committee, I could not 
go as far as that, and in my judgment 
the Government are going too far in this 
matter. 


and Drugs Bill, 


THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir 
R. B. Fixtay, Inverness Burghs): It 
is highly necessary in the interests of 
the employer that he should be made 
responsible for the acts of his servant. 
The employer has control over his ser- 
vant, and he is the person to benefit. 
The idea that the Bill will work harshly 
because the employer may be sent to 
prison is a complete mistake, because it is 
only in respect to the third offence, and 
where the third offence is proved to be 
due to the employer’s negligence, that that . 
penalty is enforced. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire): This clause is a most extraor- 
dinary one, having regard to the position 
of the law as it at present stands. The 
suggestion is that the employee has his 
defence against a prosecution in the fact 
that somebody else can be prosecuted. 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON: That is 
the clause in the Margarine Act. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: Yes; that 
is the only exception, and I do not know 
how that crept into law in that Bill, be- 
cause I am certain it is a wrong principle, 
and is a new departure in criminal law. 
To say that a man is responsible for the 
acts of his servant is also going a little 
too far, but to say that he is criminally 
responsible is going much too far. The 
right hon. Gentleman is perfectly right 
in saying that the employer cannot be 
liable unless it can be shown that it was 
his personal neglect. I shall vote against 
this Amendment, because it brings in a new 
principle of criminal law which is very 
objectionable. 
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Question put, and negatived. 


Sale of Food 


Sirk CHARLES CAMERON: The 
clause I now propose to move is a clause 
to apply to the wholesaler, and to take a 
sample at the port of entry; every 
seizure there will do more _ good 
than a seizure at fifty little petty 
traders. We must deal with margarine 
by going direct to the factory, 
compelling the manufacturer to keep a 
register and subject them to inspection. 
I am against special legislation as a rule, 
but I do not see in this case why the 
wholesaler should not be put on the same 
level as the retailer, and I am perfectly 
certain that if this clause is accepted, you 
put a weapon in the hands of the rate- 
payers which will prove effectual. Let me 
illustrate my point. A man is brought 
up for selling syrup made from _ beet, 
though the labels on the tins bear the 
legend that it is pure cane syrup; that 
man is fined and the manufacturer is 
allowed to go free. If you are going to 
suppress this adulteration why not go to 
the manufacturers and bring your action 
against them? If you did that you would 
at once get rid of that form of adultera- 
tion. It is upon these grounds that I beg 
to move the new clause standing in my 
name, 


New clause :— 


‘The provisions of the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1875, shall apply to and include 
every wholesale trader or manufacturer of 
any article of food or drug who shall sell to 
the prejudice of the purchaser any article of 
food or drug which is not of the nature, sub- 
stance, and quality of the article demanded by 
such purchaser, and the seventeenth section of 
the said Act shall be read as if the words 
‘whether by wholesale or’ were inserted 
between the words ‘on sale’ and the words 


{COMMONS} 


and | 


‘is better to 


‘by retail’ in the said section.” —(Sir Charles | 


Cameron.) 


brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question  pro- 
posed, “ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Sir kR. B. FINLAY: I am afraid if the 


and Drugs Biii. 1080 
| be rejected, because the first part is not 
/necessary, and the second part of the 
Amendment is not applicable. To give 
an officer liberty to enter a wholesale 
house and get the amount he requires for 
analysis is quite impracticable. 


Mr. LOUGH: I think the hon. 
Gentleman the Solicitor-General is a little 
hard on my hon. friend. Surely it 
look at the merits 
of a particular Amendment, and 
accept it or reject it as it is good or bad. 
Ido not think the objections raised by 
the hon. Gentleman apply, because 
it is quite customary for wholesale 
houses to supply samples; it is the busi- 
ness of the wholesalers to supply the re- 
tailers with samples. Of course, it would 
not be right to let the officers go into the 
wholesale houses and get samples without 
payment; but let them go and get them 
and pay for them, and if the samples are 
not what they appear to be, proceed 
against the wholesale houses, and thus 
strike at the root of the evil. I think 
this clause is vital to the Bill. The Bill 
is not what it purports to be. It hounds 
down the retailer, whilst the wholesaler 
is allowed to go free. 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Hereford) : 
Where a_ prosecution is undertaken 
against a retailer, and that retailer has a 
warranty from the wholesaler, which he 
produces to show that he is not the per- 
son to blame, I apprehend the local 
authority will be able to go to the whole- 
saler. 


Mr. LONG: No, they will not. 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE: Then, as 
I understand, the wholesale man_ will 
always escape. I think some provision 


‘ought to be put into the Bill to the effect 


‘that the 


retailer has absolved himself 


from blame if he can succeed in throwing 


it upon the wholesaler. I think that the 


Bill, at all events, should reach the 
| producer. 


/against fraudulent 


hon. Gentlemen’s Amendment is | 
accepted it will improve the Bill 
out of existence. I hope it will 


*Smr JOHN LENG: When I addressed 
the House before I said I was strongly 
dealing, and that 


| being so I regret that the representative 











108. 


of tl 
mea 
big} 
one 
thin 
brin 
this 


' butt 


doné 
of tl 
stop 
head 
initi: 
To ¢ 
tract 
thou 
to es 
shop 
expo 
Act | 
man 
this 
adult 
hund 
peop 
are : 
ment 
I ho 
whic! 


M 
man 
entire 
are ( 
Ame! 
cover 
saler 
retail 
escap 
apart 
ment 
that | 


*S) 
tion v 
isa p 
cannc 
been 
ing a 
shopk 
but tl 
suppl 
Bilt 
deale: 
for se 
not } 
tratio 
beet s 





2080 


s not 
the 
give 
esale 
s for 


hon. 
little 
y it 
erits 
and 
bad. 
by 
ause 
sale 
busi- 
e re- 
ould 

the 
hout 
hem 
; are 
ceed 
thus 
hink 
Bill 
ands 
saler 


rd) : 
iken 
las a 
1 he 
per- 
local 
hole- 


1, as 
will 
sion 
rect 
iself 
ying 
the 

the 


ssed 
ngly 
that 
tive 

















1081 Sale of Food 


of the Government has not given us any 
measure by which we can deal with the 
big rogue instead of dealing with the small 
one in detail. I am not a lawyer, but I 
think this Amendment is necessary to 
bring the great rascal within the meshes of 
this Bill. The making of margarine like 


‘ butter is not done by the retailer, it is 


done by the manufacturer at the request 
of the large dealers. If you want to 
stop this rascality, stop it at the fountain 
head. Deal with the menwho are really the 
initiators, and who arethe large scoundrels. 
To allow a man who makes large con- 
tracts, and deals with hundreds anc 
thousands of tons at a very large profit, 
to escape, and to come on the poor little 
shopkeepers in the back streets and to 
expose them to all the penalties of this 
Act does not seem to be just as between 
man and man. Whilst the Bill stands in 
this way we merely pretend to deal with 
adulteration. This Bill will result in 
hundreds of prosecutions against poor 


people, whilst men making their fortunes | 


are allowed to escape. If this Amend- 
ment is not sufficient to meet the purpose, 
I hope some Amendment will be moved 
which will have the effect desired. 


Mr. LONG: I think the hon. Gentle- 
man and my hon. friend behind me 
entirely misapprehend the question we 
are discussing. The first part of the 
Amendment is unnecessary, because it is 
covered by the Act of 1875. The whole- | 
saler being exposed to a prosecution by a 
retailer, it is not a case of the big rogue | 
escaping, as has been described. But 
apart altogether from that, the Amend- 
ment is altogether impracticable ; and, 
that being so, I trust it may be rejected. 


*Smr WALTER FOSTER : The precau- | 
tion which is provided by the law at present | 
is a precaution of which the small retailer | 
cannot avail himself. Cases have often | 
been brought before me of great  suffer- | 
ing and hardship on the part of small 
shopkeepers, not through their own fault, 
but through that of the manufacturers who | 
supply them with goods. We want by this | 
Bill to get at those individuals. A little 
dealer is very often hauled up and fined | 
for selling an article of which he could | 
not know the composition. 
tration has been given with regard to 
beet syrup having been sold as pure ca e 


| . . . sa 
| you can sell them with impunity, and if 


| you are fined, I will pay all expenses.” 


{17 JUNE 1899} 
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syrup. If a warranty had been supplied 
|for pure cane syrup the retailer would 
| have escaped, and rightly, but he could 
{not if the description was only on the 
| label, under the law as it at present 
| stands. I think some Amendment should 
| be accepted which would get rid of this 
hardship on the small tradespeople. 


| Mr. PICKERSGILL said he thought 
'the clause had been dealt with in too 
‘technical a manner. What was required 
| was to deal more stringently with the 
|manufacturers of margarine and other 
| products. 


| Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: It is the 
'wholesale dealers who make large for- 
tunes, probably by adulteration. The 
retail dealer does not know anything of 
| the transactions, and does not know the 
meaning of the word margarine, and the 
fact that the wholesalers deal in hundred- 
weights instead of pounds is not an 
insuperable difficulty against bringing 
| them under this Act, as is shown by See- 
tion 19 introduced by the Committee 
upstairs. I should like to ask the Govern- 
ment whether they could not put in a 
specific clause providing that where the 
retailer shows that he is not responsible 
for the adulteration a prosecution with 
respect to that adulteration should lie 
against the wholesale dealer. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I would ask the Government, as a 
supporter of this Bill, either to accept the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for the 
Bridgton Division, or the more practical 
suggestion of the hon. Member for Mid 
Glamorgan. I should wish to put before 
the House the most important evidence 
given by Mr. Lovell, a most able 
witness and one of the largest men in 
the trade, before the Select Committee 
with reference to the system of fraud 
carried out by the wholesale dealers. 
Mr. Lovell stated that he would produce 
one witness who had been solicited to 
buy a machine for mixing margarine 
with butter, on account of the enormous 
profits that can be made, and another 
“responsible witness who will tell you that 
a manufacturer of these mixtures had 
solicited him to sell the mixtures and told 


An illus-| him they are so much like butter that 
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Mr. DUCKWORTH (Lancashire, 
Middleton): This Amendment is much 
more important than some hon. Gentle- 
men would imagine. So far as the 
large retailer is concerned he is all right ; , 
he can make his bargain with the w hole- 
sale dealer and get his warranty ; but the 
small retailers do business with a whole- 
sale man, and are on his books, as it is 
called, and they have to bear the brunt. 
They are not in a position to demand a 
warranty, so that when they are prose- 
cuted the wholesale dealer escapes. That 
is the way in which this measure acts, and 
it would be well, if possible, to bring 
these large wholesale dealers within the 
operation of the Bill. 


{COMMONS} 


and Drugs Bill. 
Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow 


Camlachie): Supposing a sample is taken 
trom a retail shop, and is found to be 
grossly adulterated, the law demands 
that somebody must be punished, and the 
authorities proceed against the shop- 
keeper. He makes a defence, not that the 
goods are not adulterated, but that, if they 
are, proceedings should be taken against 
the man who adulterated them. In that 
case I think the authorities should be 
bound to proceed against the wholesale 
dealer. Therefore, ‘T hope the Govern- 
ment will accept this Amendment. 


Question put. 


The House divided :— 
175. (Division List, No. 


A yes, 


} 75; Noes, 
373.) 


AYES. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Jarlow, John Emmott 
Billson, Alfred 


Foster, Sir W. 


Sroadhurst, Henry | Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton | 
Brunner. Sir John Tomlinson | Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. | 
Burns, John | Holland, Wm.H. (York, W.R.) | 
Burt, Thomas | Horniman, Frederick John | 
Caldwell, James ' Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G. B.(Caithneas-sh.) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 


Jones, W. 
Kearley, 


Langley, 
Leng, Sir John 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond _ | 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
(Car 
Hudson E. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Batty 


Priestley, Briggs (Yorks.) 
tichardson, J. (Durham, $.E.) 
tickett, J. Compton 

| Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E 

| Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

| Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
narvonshire) | Strachey, Edward 

| Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

| Warner, Thomas Courtnay T. 
| Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 


(Derby Co.) 


Dewar, Arthur Lloyd-George, David Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Doogan, P. C. | Lough, Thomas Williams, John Carvell (Notts. 
Duckworth, James Maclean, James Mackenzie Wills, Sir William Henry 
Emmott, Alfred M‘Crae, George Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 


Evans, SamuelT. (Glamorgan) | Maddison, Frec 
Evershed, Sydney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 


Moulton, John 


Pease, Joseph 


Morton, Edw..J. 


Oldroyd, Mark 
A. (Northumb.) 


L. Wilson, — (Durham, Mid.} 


C.(Devonport) | Yoxall, James Henry 
Fletcher | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Charles Cameron and 


Mr, Pickersgill. 


NOES 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Anson, Sir Wiliam Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Srookfield, A. 


Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. 


Bullard, Sir Harry 
Carlile, W illiam Walter 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Curran, Se, (Sligo, 8.) 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dillon, John 


John 
Montagu 
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Bagot,C 1% Josceline FitzRoy 
Jalfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A. H.S-(Hunts. ) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 
Biddulph, Michael 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 

( ‘hamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm. ) 
Cc hamberlain,: J Austen(Wore’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 
Coghill, “Douglas Harry 

( ‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, ‘Chas. Edw. H.Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W, R. (Hereford) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 


Donelan, Captain A. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward { 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwy vn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mancr 


Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert B. 
Fisher, William Hayes 

F lannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 


Gil 
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Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8S. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen,Rt.Hn.G.J.(StGeo.’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 





Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William | 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kimber, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanlev 

Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, Sir D.- (Swansea) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. AR. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON: I beg to ; Select 


| More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 


| Nicholson, William Graham 
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Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. Sept! aap 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowles, John 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
acaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 








Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Samuel | 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) | 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander | 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) | 
(Connor, J. (Wicklow, W. | 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


| Pease, Herbert P.(Darlington) 


Perey, Earl | 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp { 


| TELLERS FOR THE 


Committee 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, SirW.0O. (Edinburgh 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, T. (Stalybridge) 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lances.) 

Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 


Whiteley, H (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jos. Powell-(Birm. ) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wilson, J.W.(Worcestershr. N 


| Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


| Wrightson, Thomas 


ylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 


| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


Younger, William 
NoEs— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


recommended that 


move the new clause standing on the | standards should be set up by a depart- 
Paper in my name. One of the most | ment constituted in the manner proposed 
frequent causes of friction in the present | in this clause. Standards must vary from 
Act has been the conflict between public | time to time. 
analysts and the Government laboratory | duced in the manufacture, new facts 


at Somerset House. 


Improvements are intro- 


In many cases the | transpire, and new articles are brought 


public analysts were probably too anxious | into use, and it is necessary that the 
to secure a conviction, whereas, on the | standards should be dealt with as changes 


other hand, the analysts at Somerset | arise. 


The composition of the Standing 


House were generally anxious to give the | Committee of Reference on Food Stan- 


accused the benefit of 


the 


doubt. | dards is that proposed by the Select Com- 


Somerset House set up a standard which | mittee which sat on the question of 
was found grave fault with by public | adulteration. 


analysts. 





But the composition is 


The Society of Public Analysts | really a matter of secondary importance. 
What I urge is the appointment of some 


have again and again censured in 
the most vigorous terms Somerset | such Committee. 
House, and Somerset House has 
spoken very disrespectfully of the pro-| New clause :— 
ceedings of many of the public 


analysts. 


rid of that friction. 


If you set up low standards those low | 
standards will be worked down to. 


VOL. LXXIV. 


[FouRTH 


That renders it necessary that | 
there should be some board set up to - get | 





SERIES. | 2?P 





(1) The Local Government Board shall 
appoint a Standing Committee of Reference on 
Food Standards to be composed as follows :— 
The question of | agg the soln — —that is to say, 
ose eee ee a a) a j | the Society of Public Analysts, the General 
standards is one of the most important. | Medical rey the Institute of Chemistry, 
and the Pharmaceutical Society—shall name a 
The | representative, and the Local Government 
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Board shall, if it think fit, appoint such | ing those Departments. The hon. Baronet 
nominee to be a Member of the Standing Com- | pponoses that the appointment of thi 
mittee of Reference on Food Standards. But | PTOP h ld i Ager "0 is 
if the Local Government Board object to any | COmmittee should rest with the Local 
person so nominated, it may require any of the |Government Board. Speaking for my 
bodies aforenamed to nominate three persons, | Department, I should be perfectly con- 
from whom the Local Government Board shall | tent that that should be so, as I am per- 


select one as the representative of that body | sagt : 
on the said Standing Committee. The prin- | fectly confident that they would have full 
cipal officer of the Government Laboratory at | regard to the interests of the industry 
Somerset House shall, ex-officio, be a member | with which my Department is concerned. 
of the said Committee. The Local Govern- But this committee of reference would 
ment Board and the Board of Agriculture shall | dite Saxe anaes ‘t0' daclabnia 

each nominate one representative, and the | Probably have to come to decisions upon 
Board of Trade shall nominate two members en- | many articles of food which are mainly 
gagedincommerce. Andthe said Standing Com- | concerned with agriculture. I think it 
mittee shall, aftersuch noticeand suchinquiry  woyld lead to confusion if the Local 
as they shall think fit, be empowered to make Government Board were called 

such orders as they from time to time think “0Vermment board were Called upon to 
proper respecting standards of the quality and | appoint the committee, and = might 
purity of food and drugs, and to determine | gravely affect the future interests of the 
re ergs of _— normal eg to any | agricultural industry. Take the case of 
article of food or drug, or what addition of | ; SPT RT gfe 
extraneous matter, or what proportion of water | butter, for instance. It be ould be quite 
in any article of food or drug shall raise a pre- | easy for a committee of this sort to pro- 
sumption, until the contrary is proved, that | ceed to work with the fullest intention to 
the — * rege : — ot sasenge pal do their duty, and yet arrive at a conclu- 
Injurious to health, and such orders, 1 and | |; — we, a oo an ° 
when they have been confirmed by one of Her | S10" W hich might se third or a half of 
Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State, shall the dairy agriculturists in the country. 
have the force of law. Provided alwavs, that | If that is the case, I think it is a reason 
in any case where a standard of the quality or against giving such large powers to an 


purity of any article of food or drugs is) -°), ee a, ae SRS 
prescribed by Statute this section shall not independent expert authority free from 
‘the control of any Government Depart- 


apply. 
“(2) The members of the Standing Com-| ment. The clause we suggest does not 

ap of mere ysl Food caenerge ses shall fully carry out the recommendations of 
pe remunerated for their services out of moneys | : . - , 10% 
: : 2e, and perhaps it may be said 

to be provided by Parliament on such a scale the Cane, and pe ® s ’ ioe 
as the Treasury may determine. The Local | that it does not entirely meet the re- 


Government Board shall nominate a member | quirements of the public, but it is a 
of the Committee to act as chairman, threeshall | compromise upon a difficult and compli- 
form a quorum, and the chairman shall have a | cated question, and if lovally carried out 
casting but not a deliberative vote.”—(Sir | ‘all vive eff i wnenher tat of in 
Charles Cameron.) wil give effect to the greater part of the 
B i, 1 1 the f ; wishes which have been expressed by 
ee oe ee See he ee ee. ‘those interested in the agricultural in- 
Moti 1 1¢ . 1 dustry, and by those who are anxious 
ss ear “rs ates — PT tiene” that there should be some understood 
aE TRE CERES US ROME & SCOT THC. | tan a6 to what is pure and what is im- 
701. . pure. I therefore hope the House will 
Sng “tp ay oa ee ee ge | not accept this proposed clause, but will 
adopt the clause, It 18 true the Select | jater on agree to the clause we suggest. 
Committee recommended the appoint- | ine : - 
. | ‘ > TOY TE - se 
ment of a committee of reference to| SiR CHARLES CAMERON: Is it in 
arrive at a standard of purity. That tended that the committee should he 
recommendation was one the Government statutory ? There is no reference to it in 
found it impossible to give effect to. In| the Bill whatever. 
the first place, although it is here made a} yfp LONG: A similar question was 
j i € “4 . j . | < 7 ts : ic bss . . 
— the sanction of the Secre-| asked upstairs, but it is obvious that a 
tary of § nig shall be obtained before | statutory committee for this purpose 
the decision have the effect of law, yet | would be ridiculous. The work of the 
the result of the scheme would be that | committee, the articles of food to be con- 
the responsibility which now rests upon a sidered, the committee itself, would all 
7 Tey 2 Ns » 7 | . . e a 
Government Department w ould be de. vary from time to time. One object 1s 
volved upon an altogether independent | to get the assistance of men of expert and 
y ay te ‘ 1 ‘ ‘ 7 | ° ° 7 
body of experts. That is fundamentally | practical knowledge, so that wise advice 
wrong as regards the duty of Government | should be given to the country upon this 


Departments to control the work affect- | particular subject. 
Sir Charles Cameron. 
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Mr. KEARLEY: A great dealdepends{ Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) 
upon the constitution of the committee. | The power which Clause 4 propose; 
With regard to the claim that the Board|to confer upon the Board of Agri- 
of Agriculture is entitled to have the| culture is a very large one. It is 
control of this committee because parti- | suggested that they should have power to- 
cular questions to be discussed would) set up these standards after such in- 
refer to agricultural produce, I would quiry as they think fit, while the names 
remind the House that the right hon. of the gentlemen who are to compose the 
Gentleman himself has an Amendment | committee are not given; but I imagine 
on the Paper to extend the inquiry of it is intended that they should be experts 
this committee to other articles of food.) who will command the confidence of the 
That enlarges the scope enormously, and public. The right hon. Gentleman who 
makes it a very serious question to con- opposed this Amendment has stated that 
sider. Weareabsolutely agreed thereshould | the Government could not agree to the 
be some committee set up to deal with | appointment of any committee which 
standards of purity, but a body composed | would be independent of the control of 
of officials from Somerset House would not | the Government. But that is not the 
satisfy the trade of the country. If the proposition before the House. As I 
right hon. Gentleman will give an) understand, my hon. friend moves that 
assurance that it shall be a committee the Local Government Board _ shall 
which will thoroughly go into the appoint a committee of experts. If the 
question, and not be confined or con-| Local Government Board appoint them 
strained, I do not think it matters very | it is perfectly clear that those experts 
much who controls it, whether it be} would not be outside the control of the 
Somerset House, the Local Government | Government for the time being. But 
Board, or the Board of Agriculture. there is amuch more important fact. The 

‘right hon. Gentleman stated that he 
‘could not accept the standards which 
might be fixed by gentlemen whose 

Mr. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hag-| opinions might vary very much. But in 
gerston): I hope the House will reject | point of fact at present we have no 
the proposed clause. To my mind we standard with regard to the purity of 
have the most complete safeguards in the food. Surely if you are going to pass an 
analysts at Somerset House, and no com- Act which will impose penalties of a very 
mittee, however constituted, would be so. serious character upon people who supply 
satisfactory. There has been no charge the mass of the nation with their food 
made against the technical knowledge, | articles, it is a desirable thing that those 
impartiality, or skill of those officials ;| people should at least have some standard 
their decisions are perfectly impartial, the | of purity before their eyes by means of 
officials are men of the highest possible | which they may know whether they are 
practical skill, and I venture to say that complying with the law or offending 
the Bill as it stands will provide the against it. That is the whole gist of the 
greatest possible safeguards both for the | Amendment, and I must say it is certainly 
public and for the retail dealer. There is drawing very largely upon the confidence 
a danger that local analysts may be | of this House for the right hon. Gentle- 
subject to local prejudice, being paid by man to ask us to give to the Board of 
the local authority, and it would bea pity | Agriculture—which, no doubt, is a very 
to disturb an arrangement by which the | respectable body—such enormous power 
disputed samples must be referred to the | as to settle by mere reference which will 
analyst at Somerset House by calling in | satisfy them standards of purity in respect 
a great number of outside experts, the | of every article of food that may be 
only result of which would be to get a! affected throughout the whole of the 
number of contradictory opinions. I! country. There is much more to be said 
hope the Government will as far as pos- in favour of this clause as against that of 
sible leave the decision of these vexed | the Government—— 
questions in the hands of those experts | 
whose training, knowledge, and admitted | Mr. LONG: Ona point of order, Sir. 
impartiality have inspired confidence | Is the hon. Member in order in discussing 
throughout the length and breadth of the | Clause 4, which is a clause in the Bill, 
country. jand deals with an altogether different 


2P 2 
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body, upon a motion of the hom Baronet 
opposite to create a distinct body of 
experts for a different purpose alto- 
gether ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It would not be in 
order to discuss that clause, but I under- 
stand the contention to be that this is an 
alternative proposal to Clause 4. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: So I under- 
stand it. My remarks were perfectly 
applicable to the proposal before the 
House, and gather additional force when 
one refers to Clause 4, to which, indeed, 
the whole Amendment has special refer- 
ence. 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE: It is 
extremely probable that if the committee 
is appointed by the Board of Agriculture it 
will consist of many of the very persons 
who would compose the committee 
suggested by the proposed new clause. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: Clause 4 pro- 
poses no committee at all ; it merely says 
“ after inquiry.” 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE: It is not 
the duty of these officials to establish 
standards ; their duty is to see whether 
the article is or is not adulterated, and 
in what way it is adulterated. 
It is clear there must be some authority 
to undertake the duty of setting up 
standards. So far as I understand the 
right hon. Gentleman, that authority will 
be constituted by the Board of Agricul- 
ture, and that is an arrangement which I 
think will work satisfactorily. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : It seems to 
me there are two points raised by the 
motion of the hon. Baronet. His proposal 
and that of the right hon. Gentleman 
agree that there ought to be some kind of 
standard set up. The hon. Baronet pro- 
poses a definite standard fixed by a definite 
body, whereas it is proposed in the Bill to 
determine not a standard of purity but a 
standard of deficiency. The hon. Baronet 
proposes that the standard should be fixed 
by the Local Government Board, and we 
have therefore got to consider first whether 
it could be better done by that Board or 
by the Board of Agriculture. I, like the 
hon. Baronet, am in favour of the Local 
Government Board, and I am for com- 


Mr. Long. 


{COMMONS} 
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‘plete standards. I am glad that by a 
irecent decision of the Courts the 


analyst must now show not only the per- 
| centage of water in milk but also the fatty 
| matter and the ordinary solids it contains. 
'The result will be, however, as has 
happened on several occasions, that Somer- 
' set House will have one standard, and the 
| local analyst another, for water, solids, 
and fatty matter, and a third analyst se- 
| lected by the accused person may have a 
‘third standard altogether. Therefore we 
have got competing standards as well as 
competing analysts. The question we 
have to decide now is what Department 
ought to have charge of analyses in 
connection with this Act. The inspection 
and control will still remain with the 
Local Government Board, and the proper 
functionary is, therefore, the President of 
| the Local Government Board. For is not 
the work given by Parliament to the local 
authorities responsible to that Board? 
| Again, shall we take standards for every 
class of food, or only for the four articles 
mentioned in the Bill? I think we ought 
to have a standard for every class of 
food, and that we ought to deter- 
mine the amount of starch to be 
allowed in cocoa, as_ well as_ the 
quantity of water to be allowed 
inmilk. We ought also to protect drugs in 
the same way, because oftentimes adulter- 
ated drugs cause a great number of pre- 
mature deaths. What we have to do is 
to appoint a proper body to determine a 
standard for every form of food, and 
when any question comes before a magis- 
trate he can refer to the particular 
standard concerned. If the proposal of 
the hon. Baronet is carried, we shall have 
a board composed of the chief men in 
special departments whose opinion is 
worth having, instead of a board ,advised 
by whom we do not know—perhaps even 
by Somerset House. But these questions 
ought to be treated from a physiological 
and pathological standpoint, of which the 
analysts at Somerset House know 
nothing. They should not be determined 
by a mere board of chemists, but by a 
board which knows the physiological 
| effect of what it is doing. Can Somerset 
| House determine whether a_ particular 
| food is injurious or not? At the present 
|moment, some medical men will tell you 
‘that boracic acid is not more injurious 
/than common salt. Others will tell you 
| that it is dangerous for children, and that 
/under certain conditions it ought not to 
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be used, and that it has a different patho-| Agriculture is the proper body to set up 
logical action in childhood and old age. | standards affecting them. Sometimes a 
Are all these questions to be decided by | prosecution takes place affecting mustard, 
the President of the Board of Agriculture, | ginger, or cocoa, and these questions are 
advised by someone we know nothing | more germane to the Local Government 
about? On the other hand, the hon. | Board than to the Board of Agriculture, 
on Lg gee a the rise mig | = : = at eave ae with 
e leading authorities in, the Local Government Board. But as 
special departments. We have got to regards milk and butter, the Board of 
determine whether these standards shall | Agriculture is constantly dealing with 
be ce age by ye — re “a | them, ~~ is soaps better fitted to — 
so, and who possess the confidence of the | control of the committee fixing their 
public, or m = unknown departmental | standards. It has been said that the 
committee. ‘e think in this Bill you | inspeetors of the local authorities are 
are going to propitiate the agricultural | under the Local Government Board, but 
interests by something in the nature of | they are also under the Board of Agricul- 
protection. You are going to reserve the | ture in some matters, notably the Diseases 
fixing of standards in these four things to | of Animals Act. I think the Amendment 
= Minister of Agriculture. I think! seeks to put new duties on the Local 
that isa great mistake. The control of |Government Board which it ought not to 
the Food and Drugs Act will remain in be asked to undertake, as it “has quite 
the future, as in the past, with the local | sufficient work as it is. 
bodies acting under the direction of | 
the Local Government Board, and if CapTAIn SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : It 
the Bill remains as it is, you will in| is perfectly clear that there is no differ- 
future a these local authorities taking, | ence between the two sides of the House as 
as regards these four articles of food, | to the end they wish to achieve. The 
their orders from the Board of Agricul-| President of the Board of Agriculture 
ture, and their orders with regard to | has one method of attaining that end, and 
every other article of food from the Local | the hon. Baronet has another. But it is 
Government Board. I hope the House | agreed that ultimately skilled advice must 
will support the hon. Baronet. If his | be taken, and as a matter of fact some 
motion is carried, we shall have standards | skilled adviee is taken under each method. 
set up by competent men who obtained | I do not think the right hon. Gentleman 
their positions by virtue of their abilities, | in charge of the Bill is quite fair to the 
_ have not been appointed from| Amendment. The essential difference 
ifferent motives altogether. I shall) between the two sides of the House is 
ney support the motion of the hon. | that, whereas the right hon. Gentleman 
aronet. I entirely disagree with the| and the Government think that this 
inadequate compromise in Clause 4, and, | matter should be placed under the Board 
as all prosecutions are carried out by the | of Agriculture, we would prefer the Local 
officers of the local authorities who are} Government Board, because, of course, 
responsible to the Local Government | that is the gist of the clause which the 
Board, I think that that Board should hon. Baronet proposes. The right hon. 
control this matter. | Gentleman said that this committee would 
. be largely beyond the control of Govern- 
THE SECRETARY TO THE LOCAL | ment Departments, but I do not think 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. | that is a iair criticism, because the Local’ 
RussEtLt, Tyrone, $.): What are the! Government Board and the Board of 





main articles that affect the public health ? 
First of all, milk—that is the most 
important ; and, secondly, butter. These 
are the two articles which are constantly 
before the courts—more especially milk, 
though very frequently the question of 
water in butter arises. These two articles 
affect the Board of Agriculture more than 
the Local Government Board. In fact, 
the Local Government Board has nothing 
to do with them, and surely the Board of 


Agriculture will nominate one member 
each, and the Board of Trade two mem- 
bers, so that Government Departments 
would largely control the constitution of 
the committee. In my humble opinion, 
| the Board of Agriculture should not have 
| charge of this matter. Not only are the 
Government throwing over the principle 
which governed previous Adulteration 
Acts, but they are throwing over also 
their. own clause in the Bill, which states 
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that ‘the Local Government Board may, 
in relation to any matter appearing to 
affect the general interests of the consumer, 
direct,” «e. 
in this Bill is the genera] interest of the 
consumer. That is the object of this 
legislation. The Parliamentary Secretary 
to the Local Government Board has said 


that this matter of standards would be | 
more germane to the Board of Agricul- | 


ture, because the articles chiefly dealt 
with will be milk and 
That is all very 
matter of fact the importance of milk as 
an article of food is greater to the con- 
sumer than the agriculturist, and the 
sanction for all this kind of legislation is 
that we are bound to take precautions to 
prevent anything being done 
would be injurious to the health of the 
consumer. This is not only the principle 
which has governed past legislation, but 
it has also been embodied in the Bill of 
the Government. No matter what pre- 
cautions we may take, by the very fact of 
entrusting the administration of the Act 
in this particular to a Department which 
goes by the name of Board of Agriculture, 
we inevitably incur a very grave and 
serious risk that the interests of agricul- 
ture will be put more prominently for- 
ward than the interests of the consumer. 
It would be far more intelligible if the 
Government accepted the principle of 
past legislation, and put this matter under 
the control of the Local Government 


Board. 
Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, South): It 


is impossible to regard this motion as an 


alternative to the proposal of the Govern- | 


ment contained in Clause 4. The sub- 
stantial difference between the two is that 
the hon. Baronet desires to retain this mat- 
ter in the control of the Local Government 
Board, whereas the Government desire to 
hand it over to the Board of Agriculture. 
In the next place, the new clause would 
make the committee which is to regulate 
these standards—which would not’ be 
absolute but approximate standards—a 
much more influential and important body 
than any that could be appointed by the 


President of the Board of Agriculture. | 


The proposal of my hon. friend proceeds 


on the lines of the Report of the Commit- | 


tee which examined this matter with 


great care, and which reported strongly | 
in favour of an influential committee of | 
It is true that it did not pro- | 


this kind. 
Captain Sinclair, 


{COMMONS} 


What we are dealing with | 


butter. | 
well, but as a 


which | 
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; pose to make it a statutory committee in 
quite the same sense as the new clause 
| would make it, but that is a matter on 
which amendment is possible if the clause 
is read a second time. We come to the 
question then whether the plan of the 
hon. Baronet is not a better plan than that 
of the Government. <A primé facie case 
has clearly been made out for the Local 
Government Board, because it is in pos- 
session of the field, not so much in con- 
nection with these four particular articles, 
but with respect to all matters respecting 
public health which ought to be worked 
out by the local authorities now super- 
|vised by the Local Government Board. 
The Local Government Board has charge 
'of the health of the people, and has a 
scientific and competent staff, and there- 
fore legislation and administration as far 
as it has gone is favourable to the proposi- 
tion that the Local Government Board 
should have control in this matter. What 
is the answer made by the Government? It 
is that the Board of Agricultureis concerned 
with dairying; that dairying produces 
milk and butter; and that therefore the 
Board of Agriculture is the proper body 
to fix standards. But surely that rests 
‘on the patent fallacy that the man who 
makes milk and butter is the man who 
knows best what milk and butter ought 
to be. The fixingof standard is not a matter 
for the dairyman. It is a very difficult 
matter of science, which requires the 
utmost skill and experience on the part 
of practical analysts and of those who 
have devoted their whole lives to the 
study of chemistry. The Board of Agri- 
culture appears to me to be a very ambi- 
tious body. It looks out for work as if 
it had not enough work to do. I would 
suggest that it has a good deal of work 
todo, in its own proper sphere, in endea- 
vouring to induce the farmers of this 
country to adopt better methods and to 
bring their dairying up to the Continental 
level. For it to undertake this branch of 
chemistry is, however, to enter into a new 
field altogether unsuited to it, and with- 
out its having any proper staff. That 
part of the answer of the Government 
therefore entirely falls to the ground, and 
I am obliged to conclude that the Local 
Government Board, possessing as it does 
scientific knowledge and authority over 
the local anthorities, is much more quali- 
fied to carry out this duty than the 
Board of Agriculture. Ido not say that 
the new clause cannot be improved, and 
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I have no doubt we shall be’ able to; the Local Government Board. But is 
improve it if it is read a second time ;| there any difficulty in saying what is 
but on the main question I have no doubt | genuine milk? As I understand it, 


; | : rea es 
that the Local Government Board is the | genuine milk is milk that comes from the 


and Drugs Bill. 


x | “ ‘ 
proper authority. ;cow. You do not require analysts from 
Somerset House, or an Agricultural 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: The | Committee, to tell you what milk is. 


right hon. Gentleman has an Amendment | yi); from one animal may be weaker 





down to Clause 4 which materially ex-| than milk from another ; but both are 


tends it, and in a manner not contem- 
plated by the Committee upstairs. 


Mr. LONG: Since the Amendment | 
has been placed on the Paper it has been | 


found that it goes farther than I had in- 
tended. It is, therefore, my intention not 
to move it. 


Mr. GEORGE 
wisest course would be to reject the new 
clause of the hon. Baronet, with a 
view also to the rejection of the exten- 
sion of the clause which the right hon. 
Gentleman has putdown. Ido not think 
anyone will object to Clause 4 as it stands. 


I am quite willing to entrust the appoint- | 
to deal with | 


ment of a committee 
standards to the Board of Agriculture, 


but we should not entrust the Board of | 
. Agriculture with power to appoint a 


committee enjoying a roving commission 
to deal with all food products. Let the 
Board of Agriculture limit itself to deal- 
ing with agricultural products in which 
it has expert knowledge. When, how- 
ever, we come to deal with all food 


products, then I quite agree with the hon. | 
Baronet, that it is more desirable that | 


these matters should be in the hands of 
the Local Government Board and in the 
hands of scientists to be appointed by 
that Board. I venture to suggest that 


under the circumstances the clause might | 


be withdrawn, 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: This Bill is, 


or ought to be, a Bill to protect the con- | 
We have | 


sumer against adulteration. 
nothing to do whether or not it is injuri- 
ous to the agricultural interest. This 
question has descended into a contest 
between the Local Government Board 
and the Board of Agriculture. Clause 4 
deals with milk, cream, butter, and 
cheese. Now, what we want the 
Board of Agriculture for is, in order to 
determine what is milk, cream, butter, 
or cheese. Personally,.I should prefer 
the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture to choose my milk, cream, butter, 
and cheese, rather than the President of 


WHITELEY: The, 


| genuine milk, and so far as I know there 
| has been no difficulty in deciding what is 
milk or what is butter. The other day 
I had the pleasure of cross-examining. 
Dr. Stevenson from Somerset House in 
a County Council case, and he said he 
would not mind swearing that there was 
a certain proportion of boracic acid in a 
certain sample of butter, and that he 
would not object to eating it. That is 
all very well, but the question is whether 
boracic acid is injurious to children, and 
not whether it can be stomached by any 
| great manfromSomerset House. If you buy 
a pound of butter, you buy sixteen ounces 
of what you understand to be butter. You 
do not buy fourteen or fifteen ounces of 
| butter, and the other one or two ounces 
of boracic acid. I think our foods at the 
present moment are in the hands of the 
policeman. The policeman is appointed 
by the local authority, and the local 
authority is under the Local Government 
Board. What we have to do is to see 
that there are facilities for prosecuting 
‘those who sell adulterated food. And 
what is adulterated food is perfectly easy 
to ascertain at the present moment. On 
the whole I think that the Local Govern- 
'ment Board is better able to deal with 
the matter than the Board of Agricuiture. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : I can- 
not agree that it is so very easy to 
say whether these articles are adulterated 
or not. My experience, I confess, has 
been that it is almost impossible to obtain 
a conviction under the Foods and Drugs 
Act of 1875, and subsequent Acts. Dif- 
ferent standards of purity are put for- 
ward. In some cases, for instance, the 
authorities were satisfied that 17 per cent. 
of water in milk was not adulteration, and 
|in other cases they said that milk with 
22 per cent. of water was very good milk. 
It is not so easy to decide genuine milk 
from milk which has been described by 
the poet as “sky blue.” If the question 
goes to a Division I shall vote with the 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Bridge- 
ton Division of Glasgow. It is, in my 
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opinion, quite immaterial whether the 
nomination of a Standing Committee 
should rest with the Local Government 
Board or the Board of Agriculture. Both 
are excellent, but primd facie neither of 
them is the best judge as to what the 
fixed standard should be. I have always 
understood that there is a great distinction 
between agriculture and mere dairying ; 
and therefore the argument put forward 
by one hon. and learned Member seems 
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| will be men of the greatest scientific 
knowledge and will all be independent of 
each other. If there is such a thing as 
infallibility, a Committee so composed 
would have it. It is quite immaterial 
whether such a Standing Committee 
should be under the Board of Agriculture 
or under the Local Government Board ; 
the Committee itself is the thing. 
As under the existing law the Local 
Government Board has the administration 





to me to completely subvert the ety-|of the present Adulteration Acts, the 
mology and the ordinary meaning of | onus lies on the right hon. Gentleman 
words. Why the Board of Agriculture | | Opposite to show w hy the administration 
should know more of the quality of | of the new Act should be taken out of 
milk and butter than the Local | the hands of the Local Government Board, 
Government Board I cannot understand. | and transferred to the Board of Agricul- 
I wish to state the reason why I prefer | ture. 


the clause of the hon. Member for Bridge- 
Mr. KILBRIDE: I was somewhat 


| 

: 

ton to that suggested by the right hon. | 

Gentleman opposite. The gist “of the | disappointed that the Secretary to 


clause is, that there should be a fixed | 'the Local Government Board gave the 
standard, and that the standard should be | House very little light as to w vhat was 
settled by a body in whom the public) meant by Clause 4. That clause is ex- 
would have confidence—a standard which | tremely indefinite. Under the Amend- 
would be binding on every tribunal, and | ment of the hon. Member for Bridgeton, 
which no faddist could get out of. Now, | we know exactly the composition of the 
such a standard is set up by the clause i in| body to be set up to determine the stan- 
question, because the Standing Committee | dard ; but under the Bill as it stands, 


mentioned in the clause is selected by | neither the Local 
scientific bodies in whom the public have | 
the greatest confidence, such as the | 
General Medical Council, the Institute of | 
Chemistry, the Society of Public Analysts, | 
and the Pharmaceutical Society. Each | 
of these should name a_ representative, | 
and the Local Government Board shall, if | 
it think fit, appoint such nominee to be a 
member of the Standing Committee of 
Reference on Food Standards. 


of Agriculture will nominate one repre- 
sentative each, and the Board of Trade 


Then the | 
Local Government Board and the Board | 


Secretary to the 
|Government Board nor the President of 
the Board of Agriculture has given us the 
slightest idea as to what they are going 
todo. The fullest extent to which they 

| have gone is that they say they will con- 

| sult with experts and practical men in the 
trade. On account of that indefiniteness 
|I shall be compelled to vote for the 

Amendment of the hon. Member for 

Bridgeton. 


| Question put. 





The House divided :—Avyes, 84; Noes, 





two. There are thus 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Asher, Alexander 

Bainbridge, Emerson 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Jeaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B .(Caithness-sh. ) 


a great variety of | 
appointing bodies, and all the men selected | 194. 





Colville, John 
Mr, Hemphill. 


AYES. 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Donelan, C aptain A. 
Doogan, P. € 
Douglas, C oii M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Ev ershed, Sydney 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
( surdon,Sir William Brampton 





: Langley, Batt 


* (Division List, No. 274.) 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, W. H. (York, W.R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir J. George Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 
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Char 
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Collin 
Colon 
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Cook: 
Corn) 
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Lorne, Marquess of 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Crae, George 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, Ed. J. C. (Devonport) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch'r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, RtHnSirM. H.-(Bristol) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Bir. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colom, Sir Jno. Chas. Read 
Colston, Charles E. H. Athole 
Cooke,C. W. Radcliffe( Heref'd) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
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Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG. A. (LanesS W) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8.E.) | 
Rickett, J. Compton | 
Robson, William: Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | 
Schwann, Charles E 

Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Strachey, Edward 


| 
| 
| 
| 


NOES. 


FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
GoschenRtHnG.J(St.George’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D. (Wed’bury 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans. ) | 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William | 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanle 

Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset 
LlewelynSirDillwyn- (Swans. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Leder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Col. Charles W(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp’]) 
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| Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts.) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


| Yoxall, James Henry 
| TELLERS FOR THE 


AYES— 
Sir Charles Cameron and 
Mr. Hedderwick. 


Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowles, John 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Lucas-Shadwell, William 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, John T. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan,Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, G. Wm. (Reading) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 


| Round, James 


Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 


| Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 


Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh 


| Simeon, Sir Barrington 
| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 


Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stock, James Henry 
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Strauss, Arthur 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
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Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.(Kent) 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-u. -Lyne) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm. ) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh,N. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
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Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Mr. KEARLEY: The object of the 
new clause standing in my name is to give 
to inspectors the power to visit the pre- 
mises of manufacturers and various places 
where food products may be adulterated, 
such as stores, factories, quays, ships, and 
soon. So far as we have gone, I do not 
think there are sufficient powers of in- 
spection in the Bill. Most useful pro- 
visions have been introduced into the Bill 
which will give the Board of Agriculture 
power for the inspection of foods and 
drugs during manufacture. We 
also gone a step forward in the direction 
of detecting those who are pre-eminently 
guilty of fraud in sale. There is an 


intermediate stage which I propose to | 


cover by my new clause. When goods 


are in the possession of manufacturers, or | 


merchants, or are in transit by ship or 
rail, or are stored in the city, there is no 
power whatever of inspecting them under 
the present law. I remember some years 
ago a parcel of ginger which had been ex- 
hausted—that is, the extract had been 
made from it, and only the residuum was 
left—was offered for public sale as 
genuine ginger. It was a 
notoriety among the brokers in Mincing 
Lane, but there was no power to con- 


fiscate these goods, or to bring for- | 
ward a prosecution against the sellers, | 


I believe that the bulk of the adulteration 
takes place at the retail businesses, but 
there is no use shutting our eyes to the 
fact that there are cases where the 
manufacturer or the merchant sends out 
adulterated goods for which he does not 
suffer the penalty of the law. He is 
perfectly confident that, when the goods 
have once left his possession, he will never 
be called to account. Under Sub-section 
()) of this new clause of mine, I propose 
that the inspector shall have power to 
purchase, seize, or procure samples of any 
food or drugs at the time of delivery, or 
at any railway station or other place 
during transit, or upon the premises of or 
elsewhere in the possession of any person 
for the purpose of carriage. These 
powers already apply to milk and 
margarine, and I think it would be 


have | 


matter of | 


desirable, when we are _ legislating 
‘upon this question, that we should 
introduce powers into this Bill for 


inspectors to take samples of goods 
'during transit. It has been suggested 
| that the retailer who takes goods about the 
country in his cart is perfectly safe, and 
|consequently is not very particular 
| whether the goods he carries about are 
| pure or impure. This clause will apply 
| to goods distributed in this way. I may 
say that Ihave not the faintest desire, 
in introducing this clause, to harass 
| retailers in any way, but I believe this 
| will be a most useful provision. The Sal- 
|ford and Manchester authorities, who 
have done more than any others to stamp 
out milk adulteration, have found this 
power a most valuable weapon in their 
'hands, and it has been so thoroughly 
beneficial in that respect that I cannot 
see what objection the right hon. Gentle- 
man can have to extend the powers as | 
seek to do by the clause I propose. 


New clause :— 


“ Any inspector appointed by any_local 
authority, or by the Local Government Board, 
under this Act, shall have power—(q) at all 
reasonable times to enter any public or private 
sale-room occupied or used by merchants, 
brokers, wholesale dealers, or other persons, 
and to any public or private warehouse, factory, 
store, quay, ship, or barge where food or drugs 
are offered for sale or deposited for the pur- 
pose of sale or carriage, and to purchase, seize,or 
procure samples of any such food or drugs; (b)to 
purchase, seize, or procure samples of any food 
or drugs at the t’me of delivery, or at any rail- 
way station or other place during transit, or 
upon the premises of or elsewhere in the pos- 
session of any person for the purpose of cat- 
riage.’ —(Mr. k 


earley.) 
brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time. 


Sm R. B. FINLAY: I hope that the 
hon. Gentleman will not press the clause 
to a Division. The House has rejected 
the proposal of the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Bridgeton, that inspectors 
should have power to enter premises 
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where goods are sold by wholesale, and 
purchase samples for analysis, and the 
present proposal goes even farther, for it 
proposes to issue letters of marque to the 
inspector ‘to purchase, seize, or procure.” 
The whole clause is high-handed and too 
arbitrary in its terms, however much 
we may sympathise with the objects of 
the hon. Member. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have listened 
with some surprise to the line taken 
by the learned Solicitor - General 
in the remarks he has just made. 
He has suggested that the clause moved 


by the hon. Member for Devonport, who | 


knows a great deal about this question, 
and to whom the House is indebted for 
much patient and _ persistent work 
on the Grand Committee, is an arbi- 
trary one. I support the Amendment 


for this reason, and I will give two 
illustrations. The other day a celebrated 


grocer—or rather half-grocer and_half- 
philanthropist—had seized upon his_pre- 
mises 640 tubs of putrid fruit, and the 
Vestry of Bermondsey took away thirteen 
dust carts full of rotten strawberries, 
raspberries, and other things. The sani- 
tary authority did that to prevent a 
sanitary nuisance, and it seems to me that 
what the sanitary authority did to pre- 
vent a nuisance the Board of Agriculture 
ought to do to protect food and to pre- 
vent adulteration. Well, does the learned 
Solicitor-General contend that inspectors 
under the Food and Drugs Act ought not 
to have the power to inspect food at any 
reasonable or unreasonable time, so as to 
prevent the public being defrauded in 
this way by adulterated food? Let us 
take another instance. In the very same 
sanitary district, some three or four 
months ago, the same vestry, to prevent 
a nuisance, seized many hundred-weights 
of putrid livers aud kidneys that were 
going to be manufactured into pte de foie 
gras. I am extremely interested in pre- 
venting the upper classes from being con- 
taminated by an impure food supply, and 
I therefore hold that an inspector under 


this Act should have the power to go into | 


a factory at Bermondsey and prevent the 


consumer being defrauded by the sale of | 


impure food. If the learned Solicitor- 
General says it is too high-handed a pro- 
ceeding for an inspector to be allowed to 
go into a factory where butter is being 
mixed with margarine, or vice veisi, 
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sale of adulterated or of impure food 
until the inspector has the widest and 
most drastic power of going to the source 
of adulteration, and of sending the manu- 


_facturer in very serious cases to prison. 


I would appeal to the Solicitor-General to 
say that this adulteration has reached 
such a scandalous stage in London that 


‘the time has arrived when it should be 


stopped. I can give the House an in- 
stance of the extent to which it has gone. 
I hold in my hand the quarterly report of 
the Vestry of Battersea, and these are 
some instances of the extent to which 
butter is adulterated with margarine :— 
“A had 96 per cent. of margarine; B, 
95; C, 88; B, 87; E, 83; and F, 77,” ete. 
I submit that it is not unreasonable for 
the House of Commons to enact that 
where this kind of thing is suspected the 
inspector, at all hours of the day and 
night, should be able to go and prevent 
it, or at least attempt to find it out. The 
Solicitor-General tells us that it is a high 
handed proceeding. It is the kind of 
high-handed proceeding which is wanted 
to stop adulteration, and I believe that if 
stiff penalties were imposed and inspection 
at any time held in fterrorem over the 
heads of the miscreants the dangers of 
their conniving at adulteration and the 
manufacture of improper foods would be 
very largely prevented. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somersetshire, E.) : 
I think the hon. Member for Battersea is 
quite right in saying that there is a good 
reason for inspecting the margarine fac- 
tories. But I wish to point out to 
the House that there is already a provi- 
sion enabling any officer of the Board of 
Agriculture to enter a margarine factory 
at all reasonable times, inspect the process 
of manufacture and take samples. Surely 
that is a much better provision than one 
that would give power to a local inspector,, 
and the ordinary trader would much 
prefer the visits of an inspector of a Gov- 
ernment Department, like the Board 
of Agriculture, to those of a local 
inspector. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK : I think the hon. 
Member who has just addressed the 
House takes an exaggerated view of the 
provision to which he has alluded, 
because, in point of fact, the inspector of 
the Board of Agriculture only makes a 
visit when it is rendered necessary by the 


I can only say that he will never stop the | default of the local authorities. (Minis- 
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terial cries of “ No.”) 
that I am wrong in that respect, what we 
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want is not only the inspection of marga- | 


rine factories or small shops, but inspection 
everywhere where goods are 
whether by retail or wholesale. 


prevention of adulteration ? 

cannot understand why they 
decline to accept this Amendment. If 
their object is only to protect certain 


articles of agricultural produce, then I | 
can understand their refusal to accept | 
But if they really have 


this Amendment. 
at heart a desire to protect the consumer 
against adulteration, then I wholly fail 


to understand why they _ should 
refuse to give a properly appointed 
inspector power to inspect articles 
anywhere. I confess that the 


reply of the hon. and learned Solicitor- 
General took me by surprise, and I must 
say that I think he must have been carried 
away by that sense of humour for which 
he is so well known tothe House, because 
he compared the powers which it is pro- 
posed to give to the inspector under this 
clause to “letters of marque.” So far as 
I can understand, he wishes to lead the 
House to believe that this was an insidious 
proposal which would practically mean 
the ruin of trade. Upon what does he 
found so remarkable a statement ? Appar- 
ently upon the words “ to purchase, seize, 
or procure.” Nobody knows better than 
the hon. and learned Solicitor-General 
that these are not words which have been 
created by my hon. friend, but they are 
statutory words already in use. There 
is, therefore, no 
duction of these words into the clause. 


*Mr. DUCKWORTH was understood 
to say that dealers could serve a mixture of 
margarine and butter and deliver it to 
hotels and restaurants, companies, insti- 
tutions, and large families, and there were 
no means of detecting the fraud. 


*Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.) : 
I rise to support this Amendment, but 
for a different reason to those already 
advanced. There is an important asso- 
ciation in my borough which complains, 
with a great deal of justice, that while 
local inspectors have power to take 
samples of milk, they have no power to 
go to the railway station where the milk 
is delivered by the farmer and take 
samples in order to test its condition 


Mr. Hedderwich:. 
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Even assuming | 


sold, | 
But | 
have the Government really at heart the | 
If so, I) 
should | 


invalidity in the intro- | 
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before it comes into the milk-seller’s 
possession. I think it is only just that 
the milk of the farmer should be tested 
| just as much as the milk of the retailer, 
and on that account I shall support the 
Amendment because it would give that 
power. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
| District) said he could not support the 
Amendment, because it appeared to him 
to be one of extreme generality, and one 
which might be used in a most oppressive 
way in regard to the trade of the country. 
He had noticed that nearly every illus- 
tration of a concrete kind that had been 
used that night had had some reference 
to either margarine, butter, or milk—in 
other words, to those very articles of 
food which, according to the original con- 
ception offthe Bill, came under Part I. But 
‘this new clause, if it passed into law, 
would apply not only to those agricul- 
tural products, but to all kinds of articles 
, of food. When the Bill passed its Second 
Reading it appeared to him to be a fairly 
reasonable and intelligent measure. Part I. 
gave new powers in regard to agri- 
cultural produce, and might be de- 
scribed as an extension of the Mar- 
garine Act of 1887. Part IL. 
dealt with a totally different subject. 
It dealt with the amendment and exten- 
sion of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
'1875. The first part dealt with three 
articles of food which were well described 
as agricultural produce, but Part II. of the 
Bill then dealt with articles of food which 
included perfectly harmless and _ perfectly 
well-known mixtures, which were habitu- 
ally sold and stamped in this country. 
|The Bill as amended in Committee up- 
stairs had, however, altered this form 
considerably, and it would still further 
alter the original conception of the Bill if 
these Amendments were carried by the 
| House. To pass the clause which his hon. 
| friend had proposed was to confer upon 
| persons appointed by the local authorities 
| powers which, he believed, had never 
‘been conferred upon any person ap- 
| pointed by any local authority. 


*Mr. J. H. JOHNSTONE (Sussex, 
'Horsham): I merely rise to remind 
| the Committee that at the present time it 
is possible to take samples of milk in course 
of delivery. I have considerable sympathy 
‘with the spirit and purport of this 
| Amendment, but I feel unable to support 
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it in the form in which it has been placed 
on the Paper. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: This is a 
clause submitted for Second Reading, and 
ifsome of the words appear to be too 
drastic they can be modified when the 
clause is in Committee. It is no object- 
tion to the clause to say that some of the 
words go too far; that is a matter for 
Committee. The question is, what is the 
general principle involved in the clause. 
It is that the Bill should hit the wholesale 
dealer. It is objected that the clause 
goes further than the Act of 1875, but as 
a as [ can see the only additional word 
s “seize.” Iam not sure that that word 
oud not be necessary if the principle be 
accepted, because when you go to a ware- 


house you are not going to a 
place where food is sold _ retail; 
you therefore may not be able 


to purchase it, and it may be necessary to 
seize some of the food which you see 
there. What is the objection to a course 
of this kind? Suppose a retail dealer is 
found to be selling some article of food 
which is adulterated, but the inspector is 
perfectly satisfied that he is innocent, and 
that the article is being sold exactly as it 
came from the wholesale dealer, why 
should it not be possible to obtain the 
name of the wholesale dealer and_ seize 
the article at the wholesale premises in 
London, or wherever it may be? You 
will never be able to prevent adulterated 
food being sold to poor consumers as long 
as you confine the prosecutions to retail 
dealers. If it be the object of the Gov- 
ernment to stop the adulteration of food, 
and to stop the sale of such things as 
may be injurious to the public, they will 
have to go to the fountain-head and attack 
it in the hands of the manufacturer or the 
wholesale dealer. The truth is that 
manufacturers who sell adulterated articles 
to innocent retail dealers actually profit 
by the fraud. It pays them to defend 
proceedings against the retail dealer, to 
pay the fine, and to take the whole of the 
pecuniary responsibility upon themselves, 


and go on manufacturing and selling these | 
their business being liable to interruption 


adulterated articles. Butif once you pro- 
secute the wholesale dealer and his name 
is published the retail sellers will not buy 
from him any more. In principle the 
clause has already been adopted in the 
case of margarine, and the House ought 
not to flinch from carrying this clause 


{17 JuLy 1899} 
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after Second Reading, if it is skown to the 
House, as I think it has been, that you 
cannot put a stop to adulteration until 
you hit the wholesale dealer. 


Dr. CLARK: The sole object of this 
proposal is to apply the same principle to 
the manufacturer and wholesale dealer as 
to the small seller. The hon. Member for 
East Somerset says that perhaps in London 
the inspectors will be gentlemen of position. 
upon whom you can rely, but that in small 
country places there might be a great 
danger of the reverse being the case. Asa 
matter of fact, the London County Council 
has no control whatever in the matter ; 
that function belongs the Vestries, and 
instead of one general inspector there is 
an inspector for each of the various places. 
If you want to stop for the benefit of the 
public this system of adulteration, which 
defrauds and sometimes half poisons the 
people, the manufacturers and big whole- 
sale houses ought equally with the retail 
dealers to come under the clauses of the 

3ill. In fact, you ought to protect the 
small retailer, who often unconsciously 
buys food or drugs which are adulterated, 
and through innocently buying a cheap 
parcel is condemned in costs and 
penalties, while the persons who extracted 
the genuine material go free. Take 
milk, for instance. There is very little 
milk goes direct from the farmer to the 
dairyman. It is conveyed through a 
middleman, from whom the dairyman 
buys it, and it is very often between the 
middleman and the farmer that the 
addition of the water or skimmed milk is 
made. Therefore all ought equally to 
come under the Act. 


*Sir JOHN LENG : I quite agree that it 
is desirable to have power to go to the 
sources of supply and all places of store ; 
but when my hon. friend proposes this 
clause, which includes ships, barges, and 
railway stations, I think he is raising 
against his proposal very serious anta- 
gonism. The whole of the shipping 
industry and the whole of the railway 
companies would very seriously object to 


at any moment—probably at very inop- 
portune times—and the derangement of 
traffic, in which despatch is an essential 
element. I should not object to the clause 
if it were confined to sources of supply 





and places of store, but when you come 
even though it is necessary to amend it | to these places of transit you are stirring 
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up a hornets’ nest, and very strong oppo- 
sition will arise from very influential in- 
terests in the country. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I cannot understand this mania in 
the House for special legislation with re- 
gard to margarine, which, in my opinion, 
is one of the most excellent articles of 
food we possess. Can anyone tell me 
what distinction can be made between 
regulating the manufacture of margarine 
and regulating the manufacture of cocoa 
or baking powder or anything else? If 
the right hon. Gentleman chooses to take 
the view that, having put into their own 
Bill—— 

Mr. LONG: I beg the hon. Member's 
pardon, The words he is referring to 
were inserted by the Committee upstairs, 
against the wish of the Government. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: The Committee 
upstairs has inserted the words, and the 
right hon. Gentleman has accepted them. 
He asks us to carry the Bill so amended, 
and yet he absolutely tells us that 
although he is ready to admit that the 
manufactories of margarine ought to be 
inspected —— 


Mr. LONG: No, no! 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Yes, it is in 
the Bill. 

Mr. LONG: 
down my throat. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: That is just 
what we want to do in respect to this 
other clause. What I want to point out 
is that he himself proposes that the Bill 
should be carried a stage further in this 
House. Does he propose to cut out this 
clause? No. He accepts it as part of 
the Bill; and surely it is illogical and 
absurd to say that the inspectors may 
inspect the manufactories of margarine, 
and yet may not inspect the manufac- 
tories of cocoa and such-like articles. 


I say this was forced 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): 
The inspector proposed by the Govern- 
ment is to be an inspector appointed 
by the Board of Agriculture, which is a 


{COMMONS} 


| inspector. 
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I think this clause goes too 
far ; it will create great hostility to the 


| Bill, and therefore I shall vote against it, 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Local inspectors 
have large powers at present for the 
purpose of taking samples. A milk-cart 
can be stopped along the .street for the 
purpose of a sample being taken, and | 
see no reason why the same principle 
should not be applied to other foods. In 
the interests of the suppression of fraud 
and in the interests of fair dealing, I 
would ask the House to give the greatest 
possible power to the food inspectors. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
ton): The hon. Member for Battersea 
referred to a case where the local 
inspector had visited a_ retail gro- 
cers and had seized margarine which 
was being sold as butter. This clause, 
however, would not touch that case, be- 
cause if the margarine was sold to the 
retail dealer as margarine, there is no 
reason why the wholesale dealer should 
be punished, and the power to visit the 
wholesale stores would not prevent the 
retail grocer selling the margarine as 
butter. The existing law is powerful 
enough to prevent fraud of that kind. 
In Durham the existing law is so carried 


out that the percentage of adulteration is 


absolutely ni/ with regard to the sale of 


butter and other foods, the only adultera- 
tion within the last two years having 


been in regard to milk, spirits and drugs, 
That shows that where the local authori- 
ties put the existing law into operation 
no grocer or provision dealer can afford 
to be punished thereunder. If the local 
authorities will not do their duty, the 
conferring of further power will not do 
away with the evil; but if it is insisted 
that the local authorities should do their 
duty, the existing law is strong enough. 
The protection of the warranty will 
obviate the necessity of the inspectors 
going into these warehouses, and there- 
fore I feel bound to vote against the 
clause. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 50; Noes, 


very different thing from being a local 177. (Division List, No. 275.) 
AYES. 

Allison, Robert Andrew | Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Burns, John 

Asher, Alexander dillson, Alfred Caldwell, James 


Barlow, John Emmott 


Sir John Leng. 


| Bryce, Rt. Hon. Jamés 


| Cameron,Sir Charles(Glasgow) 
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Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh. 
Colville, John 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Doogan, P. C 

Duckworth, James 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Evershed, Sydney 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir William B. 
Hayne,Rt. Hon, Charles Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 





Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W.(Leeds) | 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol | 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 
sigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson. | 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J (Birm.) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colojb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) — | 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. | 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herbert 8. (Bolton) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M.(Lanarks) 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEd wd. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 





| Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 


{17 Jury .1899} 


Holland, W. H. (York, W. R.) | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kllbribe, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lorne, Marquess of 
Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Crae, George 

Maddison, Fred. 


Morgan, W Pritchard( Merthyr 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 


NOES. 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 


| Fry, Lewis 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen,RtHn.G J (StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 


| Gull, Sir Cameron 

| Halsey, Thomas Frederick 

| Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
| Hanson, Sir Reginald 


Hardy, Laurence 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut. -General 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpoo!) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lees, Sir E. (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 

Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans. ) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (L’pool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
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Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Richardson,J. (Durham, §S.E.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Kearley and Mr, 
Lambert. 


| Macdona, John Cumming 


Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Killop, James 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 


| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate.Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. SirH.Stafford 


| Parkes, Ebenezer 
| Paulton, James Melior 


Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

tankin, Sir James 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
tidley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthew W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


| Ryder, J. H. Dudley 


| Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
| Seely, Charles Hilton 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 


| Stanley, Lord (Lancashire) 
| Stock, James Henry 


Thoraton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.(Kent) 


‘ Wentworth, B. C. Vernon- 
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Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts). 


Supply 


Further consideration, as amended, 


deferred till To-morrow. 


UNIVERSITY OF LONDON ACT 
(1898) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed for | 
To-morrow. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 


(IRELAND) BILL. 
[SECOND READING]. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I think we 
ought to have some explanation from the 
Government as to the objects of the Bill. 
Four of the clauses are legislation by 
reference, and no one ean tell what they 
mean. The fifth clause proposes that 
£25,000 shall come out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund for some purpose, and the 
sixth clause is the title of the Bill. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central) : This Bill is intended to facilitate 
the purchase of land, in order that it may 
be afterwards resold to the tenants. 
The first five clauses’ are all 
devoted to that object, and there is no 
ambiguity about them. The Irish 
Members, who are most interested in 
the Bill, are entirely satisfied with it. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): I entreat 
my hon. friend not to oppose this Bill. 
There is absolute unanimity amongst the 
Irish Members in favour of it being 
passed, and it is a Bill which, in my 
opinion, will confer many benefits upon 
those with whom, I am sure, my hon. | 
friend sympathises. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
This Bill is very satisfactory to the Irish 
Members. It confers upon the Irish Con- | 
gested Districts Board a considerable sum | 
of money, and we are therefore fairly | 
entitled to ask what the Government | 


{COMMONS} 


Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) | Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
| Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C.B.Stuart- | TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
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Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


propose to do in the case of the Congested 
Districts Board of Scotland. The cireum- 
stances are practically the same in both 


, cases, and I submit we ought to have 


some explanation as to why the same 
assistance is not being given to Scotland. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


SUPPLY [7TH Juty]. 
Resolutions reported. 
CiviL SERVICE EsTIMATEs, 1899-1900, 
Cuass III. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£39,232, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course cf pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1900, for the Salaries of the 
Law Officers’ Department; the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Department of the 
Solicitor for the Affairs of Her Majesty’s 
Treasury, Queen’s Proctor, and Director 
of Public Prosecutions; the Costs of 
Prosecutions, of other Legal Proceedings, 
and of Parliamentary Agency.” 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£23,200, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1900, for cer- 
tain Miscellaneous Legal Expenses, in- 
cluding a Grant in Aid of the Expenses 
of the Incorporated Law Society.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£206,527, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 


| day of March, 1900, for such of the Salaries 
‘and Expenses of the Supreme Court of 


Judicature as are not charged on the 
Consolidated Fund.” 


4. “That asum, not exceeding £16,742, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
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which will come in course of payment | 
during the year ending on the 31st day | 
of March, 1900, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Office of the Land | 
Registry.” | 

| 


5. “ That a sum, not exceeding £29,714, | 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete | 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge | 
which will come in course of payment | 
during the year ending on the 31st day | 
of March, 1900, for the Salaries and | 
Expenses connected with the County 
Courts.” 


6. “ That a sum, not exceeding £40,968, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1900, for the Salaries of the 
Commissioner and Assistant Commis- 
sioners of the Metropolitan Police, and 
of the Receiver for the Metropolitan 
Police District, the Pay and Expenses of 
Officers of Metropolitan Police employed 
on special duties, and the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Inspectors of Constabu- 
lary.” 


7. “That a sum, notexceeding £415,161, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1906, for the Expenses of the 
Prisons in England, Wales, and _ the 
Colonies.” 


8. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£124,195, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1900, for the Expense of 
the Maintenance of Juvenile Offenders in 
Reformatory, Industrial, and Day In- 
dustrial Schools in Great Britain, and of 
the Inspectors of Reformatories.” 


9. “ That asum, not exceeding £21,942, | 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete | 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day | 
of March, 1900, for the Maintenance of | 
Criminal Lunatics in the Broadmoor | 
Criminal Lunatic Asylum.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


VOL. LXXIV. [FourtH Series] 


{17 Jury 1899} 


[Salaries]. 
SUPPLY (14th Jury). 


Resolution reported. 
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“That a sum, not exceeding £8,858, 
he granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending 31st day of March, 
1900, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Office of Her Majesty’s Secretary 
for Scotland and Subordinate Offices.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE [SALARIES]. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
ment, out of moneys provided by Parliament, 
of the Salaries of the Commissioner of Police 
of the Metropolis, the Receiver of the Metro- 
politan Police District, and the Assistant 
Commissioners of Police of the Metropolis.”-— 
(Secretary Sir Matthew White Ridley.) 


Dr. CLARK: We have just voted a 
large sum for the Police of London, and I 
object to this proposal to add to the 
burden. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuite Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
The proposal makes no substantial charge 
on the Estimates. It is rather a re- 
arrangement of the existing charges by 
the abolition of certain allowances which 
are made to supplement the pay of the 
Commissioner and Assistant Commis- 
sioner. 


Dr. CLARK: Under these cireum- 
stances I do not oppose it ; but I object 
on principle to a large and rich city like 
London getting anything more from Im- 
perial sources for this purpose. 


Dr. CALDWELL: I do not see why 
the Home Secretary should bring in a Bill 
under which it is proposed to put a charge 
upon the Imperial Exchequer. We have 
always objected to the Imperial funds 


| bearing any expense for the Metropolitan 


Police, and, indeed, to anything in the 
nature of a subsidy. 


2Q 








1119 Adjournment {COMMONS} of the House. 1120 
Sm M. WHITE RIDLEY: The hon. | UNDERSIZED FISH BILL. 


Gentleman misunderstands the object of | 


the Bill. The primary object of the Bill 


| 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged.—Bill withdrawn. 


is to do away with the system of allow- | 


ances and to give proper salaries to the | 


Commissioner, Assistant Commissioner, 
and Receivers of the Metropolitan Police. 
There will be rather a diminution in the 
total charge than otherwise. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 


TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE 
TIME (SCOTLAND) BILL [Lords]. 
Order for resuming adjourned Debate 
on Second Reading [12th June] read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


METROPOLITAN STREETS ACT (1867) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


MONEY-LENDING BILL [Lords]. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


COMMISSIONERS’ NAMES 


SILL. 


LAND TAX 


Read a second time, and committed for 
Monday next. 


Ordered, That the Members for coun- 
ties do prepare lists of the Christian and 
surnames of Commissioners for executing 
the Land Tax Acts for their respective 
counties. 


Ordered, That Members for boroughs 
and places having Commissioners execut- 
ing exclusive jurisdiction within the same 
under the said Acts do prepare similar 
lists of Commissioners for executing the 
said Aets within such boroughs and places 
respectively. 


Ordered, That Members for other 
boroughs and places do prepare similar 
lists of Commissioners for executing the 
said Acts for the counties in which such 
last-mentioned boroughs and places are | 
situate.—(Mr. Hanbury.) | 

UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) 

AMENDMENT BILL. | 

Order for resuming adjourned Debate | 
on Second Reading [9th March] read, and | 
discharged.—Bill withdrawn, | 


ACTS 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND) 
SILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged.—Bill withdrawn. 


PARISH CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL 
[Lords]. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged.— Bill withdrawn. 


LICENSING EXEMPTION (HOUSES 
PARLIAMENT) BILL. 
Order for resuming adjourned Debate 
on Second Reading [23rd February] read, 
and discharged.—Bill withdrawn. 


OF 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND) [EXPENSES]. 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of an annual sum to 
the Congested Districts Board for the 
purposes of Sub-section 3 of Section 43 
of The Purchase of Land (Ireland) Act, 
1891, and for other purposes of the Con- 
gested Districts Board (Ireland) Acts, in 
pursuance of any Act of the present 
session to amend certain provisions of 
The Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896, 
affecting the Congested Districts Board, 
and to make further provision for the 
expenses of that Board out of money pro- 
vided by Parliament (Queen’s recommen- 
dation signified), To-morrow. (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


NAVAL WORKS [CONSOLIDATED 
FUND}. 
Committee to consider of making 


further provision for the construction of 
works and acquisition of land in the 
United Kingdom and elsewhere for the 
purposes of the Royal Navy, and of 
authorising the payment, out of the Con- 
solidated Fund, of such sums as may be 
necessary for those purposes (Queen's 
recommendation signified), To-morrow.— 


(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order 
of the House of this day, Mr. Speaker 
adjourned the House without Question 
put. 


House adjourned accordingly at One 
of the clock. 


<in <dsterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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HOUSE Or LORDS. | SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAY .COM- 
PANIES (NEW LINES) BILL. 


Tuesday, 18th July 1899. | 
| Reported with Amendments 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | WARRINGTON CORPORATION BILL, 
emai ' Reported with Amendments. 
STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE, 
Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 


WEST METROPOLITAN RAILWAY 
BILL. 


Moved, that the Order made on the 9th 
WEST ee RAILWAY | day of March last, “ That no Private Bill 


ILL brought from the House of Commons 
ought to be iii with and the Bill | shall be read a second time after Tuesday, 
allowed to proceed. the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed 

with, and that the Bill be read 2¢ ; agreed 
Read, and agreed to. ‘to; Bill read 2 accordingly, and com- 
mitted: The Committee to be proposed 

BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD by the Committee of Selection. 


RAILWAY BILL. 
ARWEN CORPORATION RB SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAM- 
DARWEN CORPORATION BILL. ROAD BILL [#.1.]. 


Committee to meet on Thursday next. 
y Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 


BOOTLE CORPORATION BILL. Commons. 
MENSTONE WATER BILL. GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
Committee to meet on Friday next. / 
CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL. 
FURNESS RATLWAY BILL [H.1.]. 
‘ aeaiia FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE- RAIL 
GLASGOW CORPORATION (TRAM- WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL. 


WAYS, ETc.) BILL [H.L.]. 
MANCHESTER CORPORATION 


KIRKCALDY CORPORATION AND (GENERAL POWERS) BILL. 


TRAMWAYS BILL [H.L.]. 
Bt : LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 
SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 


HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAY COM- ,oNDON AND NORTH - WESTERN 

PANIES BILL. RAILWAY (ADDITIONAL POWERS) 
Commons Amendments considered, and BILL. 

agreed to. Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and 


: i : passed, and returned to the Commons. 
DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 
ae ee ee _.. | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
DUBLIN ictal (MARKETS) ORDERS (No. 10) BILL (H.1.1. 
Leave given to the Select Committee ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
to adjourn over To-morrow. ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [H.1.). 
‘ r — ae aren ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
GREAT WESTERN AND GRE: ‘EN- | “OPDERSG (IN 
waas wancwar Giatsie ee | ORDERS (No. 14) BILL [1.1]. 
Reported from the Select Committee ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
with Amendments. ORDERS (No. 15) BILL [H.1.]. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 


SHEFFIELD CORPOR: ATION MAR KETS | 
BILL [H.L.]. 


3 aL. 


Reported with Amendments. (GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [H#.L.]. 
LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY (NEW RAILWAY) BILL. | WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
Report from the Select Committee with | [BE]. 
Amendments. | Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


VOL. LXXTY. [Fourtn Ssrizs, | 2h 
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BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 
MILTON CREEK CONSERVANCY BILL. 


WOKING WATER AND GAS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the | 


Amendments agreed to. 


GREENOCK AND PORT GLASGOW 
TRAMWAYS BILL [H.L.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD (PILOTAGE) BILL [H.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments: The said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE TRAMWAYS 
AND IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
ORDERS (No. 17) BILL. 


GOVERNMENT 


LOCAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 


WEST METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. | 


HARROW AND UXBRIDGE RAILWAY | 


BILI 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 20) BLLL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- | 


tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 


Committee for the consideration of the | 


said Bills, viz. : 
L. Kenyon, 
L. Ribblesdale (chairman), 
L. Granard (4. Granard), 
L. Plunket, 
I. Greville. 


Agreed to; and the said Lords ap- 
pointed accordingly : The Committee to 
meet on Thursday next, at Twelve 
o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the 


Committee, with leave to the petitioners | 


praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bills. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 

Order): The Amendments proposed by 

the Chairman of Committees’ Committee 


made: Standing Committee negatived : 


{LORDS} 


PROVISIONAL | 


PROVISIONAL | 
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The Report of Amendments to be received 
on Thursday next. 


Reports, de. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL. 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 





|} LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 


Read 
passed. 


3¢ (according to Order), and 


| 

| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No. }2) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
| Order): Amendments made: Standing 
| Committee negatived: The Report of 
| Amendments to be received on Thursday 
| next. 

PROVISIONAL 


PIER AND HARBOUR 


| 
|. ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 
| Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thurs- 
| day next. 

| 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


| oe es 
TRADE REPORTS (1899) (ANNUAL 
SERIES). 


No. 2319. Philippine Islands. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT. 


Report of the Departmental Com- 
| mittee appointed by the Board of Agri- 
| culture to inquire into and report upon 
| the working of the Diseases of Animals 
| Acts in so far as they relate to glanders, 
and to consider whether any more effec- 
| tive measures can with advantage be 
{taken to prevent the spread of that 
| disease; together with the Minutes of 
| evidence, appendices, etc. 

| Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


a= 


| SEATS FOR SHOP ASSISTANTS (ENG- 


| LAND AND IRELAND) BILL, now 
SEATS FOR SHOP ASSISTANTS 
BILL. 


| 


| Reported from the Standing Committee 
| with further Amendments. The Report 
| of the Amendments made in Committee 

of the Whole House and. by the Standing. 
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Committee to be received on Thursday | 
next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. | 
(No. 169.) 


OYSTERS BILL [1.1.]. 


The evidence taken before the Select | 


Committee to be printed for the use of 


the Members of this House ; but no copies | 
thereof to be delivered, except to Mem- | 


bers of the Committee, until further 


order. (No. 170.) 

METROPOLIS MANAGEMENT ACTS 
AMENDMENT (BYELAWS)_ BILL 
[H.L. }. 

Commons Amendments to be con- 
sidered on Thursday next. 

POOR LAW ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 


[H.L. | 
Amendments reported (according to 


Order). 


Further Amendment moved— 
after ‘ de- 


“In clause 1, page 1, line 12, 
—(Lord 


ficiency, to insert ‘or of vicious.’” 
Harvis.) 

On Question, “That these words be here 
inserted,” agreed to. 


*Lorp NORTON : My Lords, I propose 
to amend Clause 1, which vests more 
largely in the guardians of law 
union the control over childreii of parents 
not fit to have charge of them, }y leaving 
out the words “ vicious habits ov mode of 
life” in the following sub-section : 

“Where the guardians are of 
by reason of mental deficiency 


habits or mode of life, a parent of the 
unfit to have control of it. 


poor 


vy of vicious 
child is 


Under the Poor Law Act ot 
guardians undertake the care of children 
who have been deserted by their parents, 


and act za loco parentis of those practi- | 
cally orphan children. — Thai a dlis- 
tinct, clear, and defensible position, but 
under this Bill the guardians are to assume 
control of children, even til! the age of 
twenty-one, whose parents are, in the | 


opinion of the guardians, unlit by their 


{18 JuLy 1899} 


pinion that | 


im 89 the | 
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of that child; but under this Act that is 
greatly extended, and, where a parent 
/has been sent to prison for one act of 
| cruelty to one of the children, the guar- 
dians, if they think fit, may undertake 
the maintenance of the whole family of 
children of that parent till they reach 
the age of twenty-one. If a vicious parent 
commits a crime against his child he can 
be punished by the law, and during his 
imprisonment the child would be sent to 
school, and the parent, after his punish- 
ment, could be compelled to enter into 
recognizances that he would treat his 
child properly in the future. That would 
meet the case much better than the provi- 
| sion in this Bill. The only answer which 
| Lord Harris was able to give in Com- 
| mittee to my statement that the tendency 
| of the Act would be to offer a premium to 
parents to get rid of their children was 
that Guardians would not be likely to 
incur more expense in this direction than 
was necessary. It isa poor defence of a 
Bill to say that it will not be acted 
/ upon, and that appears to be the only 
| defence of the exaggerated provisions of 
| this Bill. Iam glad to see the noble Earl 
| (the Earl of Kimberley), who presided 
| over the Standing Committee, in his place, 
and I would appeal to him whether he did 
not acknowledge that the words which I 
| now propose to omit were too vague, and 
whether he did not suggest that the noble 
Earl in charge of this Bill should insert 
words that were more explicit. The word 
vicious which has been consequently 
added by the noble Lord, and agreed to 
to-night, does not meet my objection, and 
_I do not think it meets the objection of 
the noble Earl opposite. It is moreover 
undesirable except in extreme necessity 
to allow guardians to retain children 
‘under their care up to the age of 
twenty-one. One of the great faults in 
our industrial school system is that child- 
ren are kept many years longer than they 
ought to be at school. 


Amendment moved— 


“In clause 1, pagel, line 12, to leave out 
‘vicious habits or mode of life.’ 


*Lorp HARRIS: This subject was 
‘discussed in the Standing Committee, 
|and although it is quite true that one of 
|the arguments I then used has been 
quoted by the noble Lord who has just 
spoken, namely, that in my opinion 


mode of life to have the care of them. | 
This is a very strong advan in the | 
direction of the State eave g parents 
of their proper responsibility in re 

gard to their children. The Poor Law 
Acts provide that where a parent is im-| 
prisoned in respect of an offence against 


his child the guardians may take charge 


guardians would not be likely to extrava- 
2R2 
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gantly spend the ratepayers’ money on 
taking under their care children of vicious 
parents for a longer period than was 
necessary. I used other arguments to 
which the noble Lord has not referred. If 
youare going to refuse to extend sym- 


pathy to poor law children already under | 


the maintenance of the guardians, who, 
through no misfortune of their own, have 
to suffer from parents of vicious habits 
and modes of life, you will, in order to be 
consistent, have to undo a good deal of 
the legislation of past years, which I ven- 
ture to think has been of a very humane 
and very wise character. For many years 
past the object of legislation in this direc- 
tion has been to get hold of children of 
vicious parents at an early age, and to 
prevent them being led into similar 
habits. I think the returns of crime 


already show unmistakably that that | 
This is | 


legislation has had good effect. 
only another step in the same direction. 
The Bill only affects children who are 


already under the maintenance of the | 


guardians, and there is nothing to prevent 
the guardians from recovering the cost of 
the maintenance of the children from the 
parents. There is no reason why the 
children shouid live in the workhouse 
without doing any work until they are 


twenty-one years of age, and there is, 


nothing to prevent guardians from putting 
them out to honest labour. It must be 
remembered also that only with the con- 
sent of the child can the guardians keep 
him or her after the age of eighteen. The 
noble Earl opposite (the Earl of Kim- 


berley) contended that the words “habits | 


or mode of life ” were not sufficiently pre- 
cise, and the Local Government Board 
think the insertion of the word “ vicious,” 


for which purpose an Amendment has | 


already been agreed to, would make them 
sufficiently precise. This Bill isa step in 


advance of the existing Acts relating to | 


this question, and is based on the Report 
of a Departmental Committee appointed 
in 1896 to consider the question of Poor 
Jaw Schools, and it distinctly recom- 
mended that guardians 


of dealing with the children of vicious 

and drunken parents. This is a wise and 

charitable Act, and will do something to 

improve the future of these poor children. 

On this ground I hope your Lordships 

will agree with the wording of the Bill. 
Lord Harris. 


{LORDS} 


should have | 
greater power than they have at present | 
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THE Eart oF KIMBERLEY: So far 
as I am concerned, the insertion of the 
word “ vicious ” meets the objection which 
I entertained. I agree in the main with 
what has been said by the noble Lord in 
charge of the Bill. I think this is a case 
in which, in the interests of the children, 
| we may safely go as far as the Bill proposes, 
|The safeguards are sufficient, inasmuch 
| as there is power to appeal to a competent 

Court, which may annul the decision of 

the guardians. It is a very serious 
| matter that children should be left under 

the control of parents whose mode of life 
| is such that the children are likely to be 
'brought up in a corrupt and _ vicious 
/manner, and I think the advantages of 
| the Bill will outweigh its disadvantages, 
| I therefore assent to the Bill as it now 
| stands. 


On question, “ That the words proposed 
| to be left out stand part of the Question,” 
agreed to. 


| Moved “That Standing Order No. 
XXXIX. be considered in order to its 
being dispensed with ” ; agreed to, and the 
said Standing Order dispensed with ac- 
cordingly ; Bill read 3%, and _ passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


SEA FISHERIES BILL [H.1,.]. 

Read 3¢ (according to order), and passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 
GORDON MEMORIAL COLLEGE AT 
| KHARTOUM BILL [H.L.]. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
‘ment: Standing Committee negatived; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next. 


| LAND ACTS (IRELAND). 
*Lorp INCHIQUIN: My Lords, I rise 
to call attention to the following resolu- 
tion of the Landowners’ Convention, held 
‘in Dublin, 22nd February last : 


| “ RESOLUTION PASSED BY THE LANDOWNERS 
CONVENTION IN DUBLIN, FEBRUARY 22ND, 
1899. 


“That as Parliament has for public pur- 
| poses thought fit to deprive the Irish landlords 
of a large portion of their legal rights and 
| property in the soil, and has done so without 
| that compensation which, previous to the pass- 
ing of the Irish Land Acts, has been always 
recognised and granted wherever Parliament 
has deemed it necessary to interfere with such 
| rights and property, we again call upon Parlia- 
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ment to consider the claims of the Irish land- 
lords to compensation from the State for the 
Joss they have sustained by the Land Acts and 
their administration, in the 
respects :— 

“(1) For the injury inflicted on them by being 
deprived of the right of resumption, and by 
the transfer from the landlord to the tenant 
of the right to the occupation of the soil ; 

“(2) By the practical abolition of free con- 
tract in the letting of land; 

“ (3) By the landlords being deprived of the 
right of obtaining in the open market the best 
rent for their property which solvent tenants 
would willingly pay ; 

“(4) By the serious interference and diminu- 
tion of the landlords’ rights and income by 
the arbitrary fixing of so-called fair rents ; 

“(5) By the reduction of rents below any- 
thing that could be justified by economic 
causes ; 

“(6) By the heavy legal expenses periodi- 
eally entailed upon the landlords by the pro- 
cess of fixing their rents judicially ; 

“(7) By the impediments which have been 
placed in the way of their obtaining even the 
rent which the State still allows to them, while 
at the same time payment in full is enforced 
by the State for tithe rent-charge and all other 
State charges ; and 

“ (8) Generally, by the depreciation of the 
value of their property by legislation, as well 
as the deprivation of many valuable proprie- 
tary rights, the proper exercise of which was 
beneficial, not only to the landlords, but also 
to their tenants and to the community at 
large.” 


And to move to resolve : 


“That the question of compensation to the 
Irish landowners for injuries inflicted upon 
them by recent legislation demands the imme- 
diate attention of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment.’ 


The resolution passed by the Land- 
owners’ Convention in Dublin states in a 
short and concise form all I wish to put 
before your Lordships, and if there is 
nothing that is untrue in that resolution 
—and I contend there is not—it is suffi- 
cient to justify the landowners’ claim to 
have this question of compensation con- 
sidered. Many of your Lordships are, 
perhaps, not aware of the manner in 
which the Landowners’ Convention is 
constituted. It consists of representatives 
from every county in Ireland, who are 
elected to represent their county on the 
Convention, and to speak on behalf of the 
landowners in that county. Therefore, 
my Lords, in addressing your Lordships 
on this subject to-day, I feel that I am 
not expressing my own opinions or the 
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| opinions of those who sit with me in this 
| House, but that I am giving you the 
opinions of the whole of the landowners 
of Ireland. We have been blamed, and I 
think not unjustly, because we, as the 
‘representatives of Ireland in this House, 
|have not done our best to bring this 
subject before Parliament. The subject 
'is an exceedingly difficult one, and when 
it is considered, it will be seen that we 
are not so much to blame as we are 
thought to be in Ireland. Your Lord- 
‘ships must know that this is a question 
far more fitted for the other House of 
Parliament, and if we had in that House 
| representation such as we ought to have, 
we should, of course, bring the question 
up in the House of Commons. Therefore, 
I ask your Lordships’ indulgence in calling 
attention to the matter here; and I have 
more reason to do so, because I took up a 
very large portion of your time two years 
ago in calling attention to the matter 
then. Iam afraid it will be impossible 
for me to put this case again before your 
Lordships without a certain amount of 
repetition. The subject is a very wide 
one, and there are no less than twenty- 
five Acts of Parliament dealing with it 


and extending over as many years. On 
the former occasion I did not allude 


to a very important Act, which really 
is the first Act upon which there are 
grounds for us to ask for compensation ; 
and if compensation had been then 
asked for, and pressed for, as I think 
ought to have been, very likely we should 
not have had the legislation which has 
followed. The Government have them- 
selves, on various occasions, admitted that 
the Act of 1869, to which I am going to 
draw your Lordships’ attention, did do 
great injustice to the landlords in many 
ways. That Act was the Act for the Dis- 
establishment and Disendowment of the 
Church in Ireland, and our grievances in 
regard to that Act come about in this 
way. The Church was disestablished, but 
we were left to pay the tithes which were 
, payable before for the maintenance of the 
Church, and also, in addition, to keep up 
‘the Church at an enormous expense. [ 
think the landlords of Ireland have 
behaved nobly in this respect. They have 
‘not only continued to pay their tithes, 
| but they have found a revenue for the 
'Church which amounts to £400,000 a 
| year ; in fact, the Church of Ireland at 
the present moment has an endowment of 
ino less than £8,000,000, a great deal of 
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which has to come out of the pockets of ; the payment in respect of tithes in 52 
the landlords. That alone gives the land- | |years. But since this arrangement in 
lords some claim to consideration ; hut I | | 1872, rents have been lowered to the ex- 
would go further, and say that we have | tent of something like 40, 50, and 60 per 
not only had to do that, but that we have | cent., but the same char; ge still remains 
strong grounds of complaint in reference | upon the landlords as that fixed in 1872, 

to the tithe rent-charge itself. Many of | That is a grievance which Mr. Balfour 
your Lordships may not be aware how this | himself said in 1896 was a serious one, 

tithe rent-charge came about. Before, and which the present Lord Lieutenant 
1823 the tithe was paid by the occupying of Ireland, who was then Lord Privy 
tenant in Ireland out of the corn produce | Seal, condemned ten years ago as a very 
of the country, and was revised every | great grievance, and one w hich ought to 
seven years according to the prices which | be remedied. Nothing has been ” done 
then obtained, and the tenant himself had | since that time to remedy the grievance 
to pay it. Between 1823 and 1838 various | until this year, except one thing, which 
Acts of Parliament were passed, the result | was, as usual, brought forward in the in- 
being to place upon the landowner the | terests of the tenant, and the tenant only. 

duty of paying this tithe which had The Government found, in 1896, that 
hitherto been paid by the tenant. This | they were obliged to make the landlord 
was not thought to be such a great hard- | buy up the tithe in cases where he sold 
ship at the time, because landlords then to the tenant ; therefore, they brought in 
had the power to recoup themselves out | an arrangement under which the landlord 
of the rent, which they could increase or | could pay off the tithe in forty-five years 
vary as they pleased—though, in justice to | instead of fifty-two. In point of fact, it had 
them, I ought to say that they did not | been discov ered that a mise -aleulation had 
increase the rents on account of having | been made in reference to the fifty- 
the tithe rent-charge thrown upon them. | two years, and that the period should 
The transferring of the tithe rent- have been originally fixed at forty- 
charge from the tenant to the landlord. five years. As this alteration was made 
naturally increased the value of the in- in the Act of 1896, you would naturally 
terest on the land; that is to say, the have thought that if this really was just 
letting valuation of the land was increased. | for a landlord, when selling his right to 
In 1838, an additional alteration was made the tenant, it should extend to other 
by which demesne lands and grazing lands, landlords. The Government promised us 
which, of course, constitute a very large | that they would amend this matter, and 
part of Ireland, were included, and the | they introduced a Bill very late this 
tithe was made payable on these lands. year, although they promised to bring it 
Then came the Act of 1869, which, as Tin earlier in the session. I and other 
have just now informed your Lordships, | /noble Lords had intended to move an 
took the tithe away from the Ecclesias-, Amendment to the Address in reply to 
tical purposes for which it was at first | the Speech from the Throne, but we re- 
raised, and devoted it entirely to secular | frained from doing so on receiving all 
purposes, leaving the landlords to supply | assurance from the Government that they 
the Cnurch with funds. This went on would deal with the question of tithe 
until 1872. In that year it was deter- | rent-charge in Ireland this session. We 
mined to alter the arrangement by which | have, however, been treated very badly 
the tithes were raised, “and, instead of | by the Government, inasmuch as the Bill 
altering them every seven years, as had_ was, in the first place, introduced at so 
been the custom, it was resolved that the | late a period of the session, and, secondly, 

tithe rent-charge should be commuted | has now been dropped. I hope the noble 
into a terminal cha urge, and that money ; Lord who will speak for the Government 
should be lent from the E xchequer to pay | will make it perfectly clear that they do 
off these tithes. The arrangement was | not mean to leave things as they are, but 
that the interest was to stand at £3 10s. | will bring forward their Bill at’ an ez urly 
per cent., and the money was to be lent , stage of next session and push it through. 
to the landlord to pay off the tithes in; The legislation of 1870 was the com- 
52 years. The total charge, including | mencement of that by which Mr. Glad- 
Sinking Fund as well as interest, came to; stone gave effect to his land policy. 

£4 9s., so that by paying £4 9s. per, Before 1870, Mr. Butt brought forward a 
cent. the landlord was able to get rid of Bill, which included the three “fs.” I 


Lord Inchiquin. 
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of his chances in the future. 
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do not know whether it is necessary for | 


me to explain the three “f’s” to your 
Lordships, but, as I shall have to use the 
words frequently in my speech, I think I 
had better do so. The three “f’s” are 
generally taken to mean fixity of tenure, 
fair rents, and free sale. Fixity of tenure 
means perpetuity rents, free sale means 
the right of the tenant to sell his interest 
in the land to the highest bidder, and 
fair rents mean valued rents. Mr. Butt, 
in his Bill of 1869, introduced these 
three “f’s,” and Mr. Gladstone was at 
that time very strongly opposed to them. 
How his opinions became altered to such 
a degree within a year or so afterwards it 
is difficult to make out. At that time 
Judge Longfield, who was Judge of the 
Landed Estates Court in Ireland, than 
whom no one was able to speak with 
greater force, spoke strongly against any 
proposition of the kind. He said that 
the rent which ought to be charged 


for land is really the economic 
rent—the rent which the land would 
fetch in the market. He said that 


the only test of value was the price the 
public were willing to pay ; that rent by 
valuation only appeared just to those who 
did not know what the value of land was ; 
and that landlord and tenant have the 
only and best means of knowing the 
value of the land. He said it was 
probable that, if a tenant right measure 
was passed, the tenant or occupier would 
be certain to pay the full rent in the end, 
because he would not only have to pay 
the rent but the price of the tenant right. 
He added that, therefore, between the two 
rents which the tenant would have to pay, 
he would have to pay just as high a rent 
as in the market. I suppose Mr. Glad- 
stone must have been reading Judge 
Longfield’s remarks at the time he said 
what I am going to read to your Lord- 
ships. Speaking on Mr. Butt’s Bill, 
including the three “f’s,” Mr. Gladstone 
said : 

“Tnasmuch as perpetuity of tenure on the 


part of the oceupier is virtually expropriation 
of the landlord, and as the mere readjustment 


of rent according to prices can by no means 


dispose of all the contingencies the future may 
— in his favour, compensation would 
lave to be paid to the landlord for the rights 
of which he would be deprived. This com- 
pensation must be paid either by the Con- 
solidated Fund, or by an immediate increase 
of rent, in order to compensate the landlord by 
positive augmentation in the present for loss 
The effect of 
such a provision will be that the landlord 
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would become a pensioner and a rent charger 
on what had been his own estate. The legis- 


| lature, no doubt, has the perfect right to reduce 


him to that condition, giving him a proper 
compensation for any loss he may sustain in 
money.” 


Could anything have been clearer than 
that? Sir Roundell Palmer (afterwards 
Lord Selborne) stated the same view. 
He said, speaking in March, 1870: 

“ Fixity of tenure, in plain English, means 
taking the as tae of one man and giving it 
to another. My right hon. friend (Mr. Glad- 
stone) said, according to the principles of jus- 
tice, if we transferred property in that way we 
must pay for it. No doubt we may take a 
man’s property, but in that case we must com- 
pensate him for it.” 


This was the view expressed by Mr. 
Gladstone in 1870, and it is an extra- 
ordinary thing that he should have 
changed his opinion so soon afterwards. 
I will try and trace what was in his mind. 
Mr. Gladstone, having refused the three 
“f’s,” brought in a Bill in 1870 legalising 
the Ulster custom, and giving tenants the 
right to claim compensation for disturb- 
ance. Then it was that landlords should 
have insisted on their claim for compen- 
sation. Under the Act of 1870, a land- 
lord wishing to resume possession of a 


| paying farm, the Court held that the 


tenant was entitled to £500 compensa- 
tion, though he had been in occupation 
only a short time and the land was almost 
valueless to him. Under the same Act, 
landlords have had to pay compensation 
for improvements to which they have 
themselves contributed. After the Act 
of 1870 we come to the Act of 188}, but, 
before I deal with that Act, I would 
remind your Lordships that two Commis- 
sions sat during those years, one presided 
over by the Duke of Richmond, and the 
other by Lord Besshorough. The Rich- 
mond Commission was a very important 
one, and, after a long inquiry, they came 
to the conclusion that the landlords had 
not done the things which it was said 
they had done, and supported the land- 
lords’ claim for compensation if the three 
“fs” were established. But before the 
Richmond Commission reported, Mr. 
Gladstone appointed the Besshorough 
Commission, and every witness examined 
before that Commission had the three 
“fs” thrust down his throat. It will be 
admitted that it was extraordinary that 
Mr. Gladstone should be anxious to bring 
forward the three “f’s,” having used the 
language which I have quoted in 1870. 
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In 1881, when Mr. Gladstone brought in 
his Land Bill, he said in his statement that 
the three “ f’s” were not included, because 
the rentshe proposed to have fixed were not 
necessarily reduced rents. Mr. Gladstone 
said he agreed that, if Parliament were te 
universally reduce rents to Griffith’s 
valuation, that would be a fair case for 
compensation. I would ask your Lord- 
ships to look at the results, and you will 
see that subsequent evidence has shown 
that Mr. Gladstone was entirely wrong in 
1881, for rents have been reduced much 
below—in some instances 25 per cent.— 
Griffith’s valuation. Perpetuity of tenure, 
Mr. Gladstone said, was not in the Bill, 
because, at the end of the fifteen years’ 
lease, a landlord could resume ; but it is 
well known that has turned outafallacy, and 
judicial rents are renewable in perpetuity. 
Between 1881, the time the Land Act 
was passed, and 1891, there were 139 ap- 
plications to the Land Commission for the 
purpose of resumption of land, but only 
nineteen of those applications were granted 
by the Land Commission. There were 
eighty applications to the 
Courts, out of which only twenty were 
granted. The landlord, Mr. Gladstone 
said, would have the right of pre-emption, 
but in fact this has been otherwise, and he 
can only exercise the right by the pay- 
ment of a prohibitory sum for his own 
property. I have shown your Lordships, 
clearly I hope, that Mr. Gladstone was 
entirely wrong in the grounds upon 
which he excused himself in giving com- 
pensation to owners, and those who op- 
posed him were right ; and now I am justi- 
fied in calling upon those gentlemen who 
opposed Mr. Gladstone with arguments, 
the soundness of which have been proved 
by subsequent history, to give effect to 
the opinions they then expressed, and not 
to eat their own words. I propose, with 


+ Lordships’ permission, to read what | 
our Lordshi ; 


the Members of the present Government 
said upon this subject—and their words 
are so strong that I cannot understand 
how they can get out of the obligation to 
pay compensation. Mr. Edward Gibson 
(now Lord Ashbourne) said during the 
Debates of 1881 : 


“The measure concedes the three ‘fs,’ but 
gives no compensation to landlords for what it 
takes from them, and no security for what is 
left, though it offers them a guarantee for 
universal litigation renewable for ever.” 


Lord Inchiquin. 


{LORDS} 


Civil Bill | 


And, again, Lord Ashbourne said : 


“If landlordism is to be done away with, 
why should not the transaction be done openly, 
ba in the light of day? ; 
property without confession, or mutilate it 
without acknowledgment. 
take openly, and pay for what you take.’ 


I think the noble Lord deserves great 
credit for his foresight, and for having 
spoken those words. He cannot turn 
round now, when we show him that what 
he anticipated has taken place. Mr. Arthur 
Balfour said : 





“Tt now appeared, by the Bill of 1870, that, 
without intending it, they had conferred on 
the tenant property which belonged to the 
| landlord, and they now thought it necessary 
| to legalise deliberately this accidental con- 
| fiseation. Free sale must end either in rack- 
| renting or in robbery.” 


| We have been hauled over the coals over 
|and over again for saying our property 
has been confiscated, but here is an 
admission of that fact. Free sale has 
ended in both rack-renting and robbery. 
Sir Richard Cross (now Viscount Cross) 
said : 


| Let them say for the publie good that this 
| must be taken out of your estates, but, as im 
all other cases where we take the property of 
| one man for the benefit of others, we offer you 
compensation full, fair, and ample for the 
| injury we undoubtedly do to your estates.” 


|The next quotation I will read to your 
| Lordships contains very strong language, 
| and it is from a speech by Mr. Chaplin: 
| Are you going to give the man to whom 
| you have sold the estate yourselves compensa- 
tion, or, failing that, are you not bound to 
repurchase his estate on equitable terms? 
| You are bound—there can be no question 
| upon this point—to give him compensation. 
| You give none. You tell us of judicial leases 
and judicial rents. I say that this part of 
your Bill is nothing else than one great scheme 
of judicial plunder.” 





| I have another extract from a speech by 
| Mr. Chaplin, the language of which is 
equally strong. He says: 


“ These sweeping and extravagent proposals, 
proposals which conveyed to the breakers of 
the law the bulk of everything they have 
demanded, and which differs little, if at all, 
from those schemes of public plunder which 
the Prime Minister himself so unsparingly 
denounced, except, indeed, in this particular— 
that the Government gave no compensation to 
the landlord ; and 
included in every scheme which has been 
either suggested or attributed to the hon.. 
member for the City of Cork (Mr. Parnell).” 
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In every scheme which Mr. Parnell 
brought forward he included provision 
for compensation. Mr. Chaplin con- 
tinued : 


“You teach the lawless and the disaffected 
that by outrages, by violence and crime, by 
persistent and daring defiance of the law, they 
can wring—nay, they have wrung—from the 
Imperial Parliament the grossest and most un- 
dora act of great public confiscation that 
ever yet has been attempted by any Minister 
or Statesman in any civilised society or 
country in the world.” 


This is is pretty strong, I think. This is 
what Lord Salisbury said on the subject. 
Speaking on free sale, the noble Marquess 
said ; 


“T defy anyone to show that this money is 
given to the tenant without taking away the 
property of the landlord.” 


Lord Lansdowne said : 


“You are going to divide the interests of 
landlord and tenant, restricting the former and 
leaving the latter free. The landlord’s property 
must suffer.” 


There is one letter which I should like to 
read to the House. It is from the noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack (the 
Lord Chancellor) in reply to a letter from 
a landlord in Ireland, asking him his 
opinion on the subject of compensation. 
The noble and learned Lord said : 


‘Dear Sir,—As my words were not com- 
mitted to writing, I cannot speak with 
absolute certainty as to what they were. But 
what I think I said was, that I cou'd see no 
reason why Irish landlords should be excepted 
from the principle which was generally applied 
in all cases where State policy involved taking 
away something to which an individual had a 
right—that is to say, that compensaticn 
should always be given where, for State 
reasons, private rights were invaded.” 


I believe I have made it clear that it 
is impossible for the members of Her 
Majesty’s Government to deny that they 
anticipated the very evils which it is my 
business to show have occurred. Mr. 
Gladstone, in introducing his Bill of 1881, 
said : 


_ “Tf as has been said, Parliament is about to 
invade the property of Irish landlords, the 
question of compensation becomes a very 
serious one indeed, and one concerning which, 
if we are prepared to deal with it at all, we 
ought to speak in most decisive terms. If 
those classes, either or both of them, have a 
just claim for compensation in consequence of 
the manner in which their interests will be 
affected by this Bill, we are bound as a Parlia- 
ment to give it to them.” 


{18 JuLy 1899} 
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No language could be clearer than that.. 
In another stage Mr. Gladstone said : 


“We, in 1869 (on the Disestablishment of. 

the Church), provided that every holder of an 
advowson in Ireland should receive the full 
market price of his property. This we held to. 
be the true principle on which compensation. 
should be based, and this is the principle on 
which the question should be approached on. 
the present occasion. If after experience 
should prove that, in fact, ruin and heavy loss 
is likely to have been brought on any class in 
Ireland by direct effect of this legislation, that 
is the question we ought to look directly in the 
face.” 
I could quote many of Mr. Gladstone’s. 
colleagues to the same effect. The noble 
Marquess at the head of the Government, 
in answering me on a previous occasion,, 
told the Irish landlords that they must 
appeal to the constituencies and get public. 
opinion on their side, and so long as they 
did not ask for any money he could give 
them his complete sympathy. What, my 
Lords, is the good of sympathy without 
money ? I am speaking on behalf of men 
who have been ruined, and not for those 
landlords who are well off and get their 
money from other sources than their: 
estates. I was in a house in Ireland 
recently which was previously occupied: 
by a family in a very comfortable position, 
with an income of some £3,000 or £4,000) 
a year, but the lady who was living in 
that house, on account of difficulties, is: 
now receiving only 14s. a week, just 
enough to keep body and soul together. 
from the mortgagees. I am putting be- 
fore the House the position of thousands. 
in Ireland. A great cry has arisen, and. 
will increase in volume until a remedy is. 
provided. If we appeal to the con- 
stituencies they either will not under-. 
stand our case, or they will say : 

“We have the strongest Government this- 
country has seen, which is perfectly capable of 
understanding the mater, and it is their duty 
to see that the Irish landlords are compen- 
sated.” 


Our case must be heard, and we insist 
upon having it heard. Millions of pounds: 
have been taken away from Irish land- 


owners, and they are entitled to compen- 


sation. What the Irish landlords say is 
this: “‘ You have reduced our rents, you 
have taken a large slice out of our pro- 
perty and handed it over to the occupy- 
ing tenant, who is at liberty to go 
wherever he likes with the money.” 
That is what Parliament has done. It 
has handed over to the occupying tenant. 
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the difference between the old rent and 
the judicial rent. I will take in illustra- 
tion a peculiar case upon my own estate 
just after the Act of 1881 was passed, 
and which I mentioned to your Lordships 
when I had the honour of calling atten- 
tion to this question two years ago. I 
happened to put a tenant into a farma 
year before the Act came into operation. 
The tenant was to pay arent of £150a 
year. He had not paid a farthing for 
that, because tenant right did not exist 
in the South of Ireland, and as regards 
my own estate, it was especially guarded. 
The tenant asked the rent to be reduced 
to £120. He asked to be allowed to sell, 
and he was allowed to sell. The result was 
that he got £1,250 for his interest, having 
come in the year before without having 
paid for any interest whatever. This 
man walked off to America, or somewhere 
else, with his £1,250, and left the present 
tenant subject to the rent of £120 plus 
interest on £1,250, which, I am bound to 
add, the tenant is paying very regularly. 
The other day the tenant applied to have 
his rent fixed for the second Term. It 
was fixed at £90, so that the original rent 
has been reduced by £60, or about 5 per 
cent. on the sum paid for the tenant-right. 


That is a clear case of carving the 
tenant-right out of the rent. Nume- 
rous cases of this sort could be 
cited. I had intended to refer to other 


matters, but I fear that I have already 
detained your Lordships at too great 
length. I would conclude by impressing 
upon the Government the absolute neces- 
sity of looking seriously into this ques- 
tion, and if they offer the same answer 
which they gave on a former occasion I 
shall feel compelled to appeal to your 
Lordships to put a little pressure upon 
them. 


THE DukKE or ABERCORN: My 
Lords, I have listened with the greatest 
interest to the excellent speech which has 
just been delivered by the noble Lord, 
and the most extraordinary part of that 
speech is that it is perfectly true, how- 
ever incredible it may seem that any 
‘Government could have brought any class 
of Her Majesty’s subjects to such a state 
of misery and poverty. I am sure the 
noble Lord’s speech will meet with the 
sympathy of your Lordships, and especi- 
ally of the three noble Lords opposite 
who have held the office of Lord Lieu 
tenant of Ireland, and who are thoroughly 


Lord Tuchiquin. 
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/acquainted with this 
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question. The 
noble Lord at the beginning of his 
speech referred to the tithe rent-charge, 
and I should like to be permitted to say 
one word with regard to the Tithe Rent- 
charge (Ireland) Bill, which was intro- 
duced at the beginning of the session. 
To the astonishment of those who had 
trusted to the promises of the Govern- 
ment, we learned this morning that this 
Bill had been withdrawn, and I fear that 
when the news is received in Ireland it 
will be read with amazement and con- 
sternation by most of the landowners in 
that country. I cannot help thinking 
that the Government have treated us 
very badly in this matter. I might even 
use a stronger term, for my noble friends 
and myself naturally assumed that when 
the Bill was introduced the Government 
intended to proceed with it. Mr. Balfour 
stated that he hoped to bring in the Bill 
early next session with better results, and 
I trust the First Lord of the Treasury 
will fulfil his obligation to the landlords 
of Ireland. Why should this Govern- 
ment, the strongest in our own time, not 
only in ability but in votes, not support 
their friends who support them, instead 
of listening to the smooth words of those 
who have never helped them, who 
are their political enemies, who will 
continue to be their political enemies, 
and who, the more that is given 
them, the more will want? Slowly but 
surely the Irish landownersare being 
bled to death, and by the next generation 
there will hardly be a middle-class or 
small landed proprietor left in Ireland in 
astate of solvency. That has been 
brought about by various, Acts of Parlia- 
ment passed by different Governments, 
and I hope that to-night we shall have a 
satisfactory answer to the question laid 
before your Lordships by my _ noble 
friend. 


(Ireland). 


*Lorp FARNHAM: My Lords, after 
the very able and exhaustive speech of the 
noble Lord who introduced this question, 
I do not intend to detain your lordships at 
any great length, but I feel 1 should not 
be doing my duty to those who look to 
us, and whose only representatives we 
are, if I did not make a few remarks upon 
their case. Were it not for their repre- 
sentatives in the House of Lords the land- 
lords of Ireland, contributing as they do 
large sums to the revenue, would, never- 
theless, be almost as much without repre- 
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sentation or means of making their voice 
heard as are the Uitlanders in the Trans- 
vaal, I was present during a Debate in 
your Lordships’ House a short time ago, 
when it was proposed that some form of 
Fair Rent Fixing Court should be intro- 
duced into Wales, and I was struck by the 
shudder of horror with which the sugges- 
tion of an extension of the Irish Land 
Acts into Wales was received. In that 
Debate the noble Duke, the Duke of 
Argyll, stated that in passing the Irish 
Land Acts your Lordships had salved 
your consciences by believing that in Ire- 
land the improvements were made by the 
tenants, whereas in England they were 
made by the landlords. In the first place 
I indignantly deny that there is, or ever 
has been, any desire on the part of the 
great body of the Irish landlords to con- 
fiscate the improvements of their tenants. 
On the contrary, they would have wel- 
comed any measure which would have 
secured to the tenant the unexhausted im- 
provements of his holding. But, if it was 
expedient to legislate for the purpose of 
securing the tenant his improvements, 
why should it have been thought neces- 
sary to take from the Irish landlord those 
rights which the English landowner 
enjoys along with him?! I had always 
understood that it was a maxim of 
English law that when the pro- 
perty of a private individual is 
taken from him, he should receive fair 
and full compensation. Sir Stafford 
Northcote said that when you sacrifice 
the interests of a class for what you con- 
sider a general benefit you ought to be 
called upon to make compensation. The 
question is whether recent legislation was 


brought about by political exigencies or | 


not. My case is that the whole of the 
Irish land legislation was the outcome of 
political, and not of economic, necessity. 
It was laid down, more than fifty years 
ago, by Mr. Finton Lalor, that the mere 
question of separation was not in itself 
sufficient to enlist the sympathies of the 
peasantry of Ireland, and that in order to 
do that it would be necessary to tack on to 
that some other question, and this ques- 
tion, he said, is found in the land. That 
article, forty years later, was quoted by 
Mr. Michael Davitt, who said that those 


were the principles which presided over | 


the birth of the Land League, and 
started the land agitation. The object 
was to drive out the landlords, not 
so much qua landlords, but because they 
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constituted the Erglish garrison. The 
rent agitation was set on foot for a 
political object, and the Land Act was 
passed for the same object. Mr. John 
Bright said on May 9, 1891, on the 
Second Reading of the Land Bill of that 
year : 

“It is for the peace and. tranquillity of the 
realm that this Bill has been drawn up and 
introduced to the House.” 


And, later on, Mr. Bright speaks of it as 

“A measure on which depends to a large 
extent the social interests of Ireland, and, I 
believe also, on which depends to a large 
extent the political interests of the United 
kingdom.” 


If the custom as to improvements of 
holdings differed in England and Ireland, 
that was a mere question of practice ; but 
when we come to the other questions, such 
as right of occupation, free contract, etc., 
they are questions which depend on ab- 
stract principles of right and wrong. If 
the rights of which the Irish landlords 
have been deprived by legislation were 
consistent with justice, the Irish land- 
lords ought to have been compensated for 
their loss. If those rights are unjust, 
then the English landlords, who still enjoy 
them, ought to put their house in order, 
and bring in a measure to provide for the 
surrender of rights which they ought not 
to possess. But I do not consider that 
those rights are unjust, and it is impos- 
sible to deny the equity of the claim put 
forward -by the Irish landlords for com- 
pensation for their loss. If we have 
suffered, and if we deserve compensation 
for the loss of those rights which we used 
to, and which the English landowners 
still enjoy, much more do we consider 
that we are entitled to it on account of 
the manner in which the Land Act has 
been administered, and the way in which 
the predictions concerning it have been 
falsified. When the Bill was introduced 
in the House of Commons, we were told 
that it would rather benefit the landlords 
than otherwise, and that if they did lose 
a small amount of their rents it would be 
amply made up to them by the security 
they would enjoy, and the regularity by 
which their rents would be paid. It was 
stated by Mr. Parnell, in July, 1881, in 
Committee on the Fair Rent Clause, that 
the Bill would undoubtedly reduce many 
rents which were extreme rack-rents ; but 
he thought that, on the other hand, it 
would raise many rents which were at the 
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present moderate, and that, as regarded 
the class of rents which were too high, 
but which could not come under the de- 
nomination of rack-rents, it would leave 
them untouched. The net result would 
be, said Mr. Parnell, that the total 
amount of rent paid to the landlords in 
Ireland would be increased rather than 
diminished. The extraordinary thing 
which we find is that there does not 
appear to be any difference made 
between what may be called rack- 
rents and other rents, inasmuch as 
rents which had been recently raised to 
what might be termed rack rents, and 
those which had remained unaltered for 
generations, have been subject to the same 
percentage of reduction. As to the 
rents which have been left untouched, 
we could almost count them on our fingers, 
and the alteration has invariably been in 
the same direction. We have an original 
and fundamental grievance which exists 
in the Act. It is one which I called 
attention to when I had the honour ot 
addressing your Lordships last year, and 
it is this, that the State has undertaken a 
task which it has never performed. The 
State undertook to fix fair rents as 
between landlord and tenant, but the 
State has never gone so far as to define 
what a fair rent is, or the principles upon 
which such a rent may be fixed. I called 
attention to that last year, and the noble 
and learned Lord (the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland), in answering me, said : 

“The Act itself, however, when an oppor- 
tunity was given to it of defining a fair rent, 
shrank from the task and did not define it, so 
that some consideration should be given to 
those who are given the administration of the 
Act, which itself declines the difficulty of a 
definition.” 


That is exactly what we complain of. 
I submit that our grievances are none 
the less keenly felt because the defect 
is inherent in the Act itself. We have 
suffered severely under it, and from the 
vague ideas that are in the minds of 
the sub-Commissioners as to what fair rent 
is. I submit that on that head alone we 
are entitled to compensation for the loss 
we have sustained. We have claims also 
in regard to the extraordinary proceedings 
of the courts of sub-Commissioners. I do 
not intend to go into all the cases to which 
I might refer, but I would call your Lord- 
ships’ attention to one or two. I will first 
call attention to the evidence of Mr. 
Bassett, a valuer, given before the Fry 
Lord Farnham. 


{LORDS} 
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Commission. He was speaking of a hold- 
ing in which the rent had been reduced 
from £70 to £41, and when he was cross- 
examined he said that he had deducted, 
as part of the cost of production, 300 tons 
of manure—£30. The witness was asked : 
“Do you mean farmyard manure /” 
And his reply was : “ Yes, Sir, 300 tons at 
2s. a ton are £30.” Is it conceivable, 
my Lords, that the manure which is 
taken out of the farm, and which the 
tenant pays nothing for whatever, should 
be charged for under the head of cost of 
production and deducted from the rent ! 
That £30 made the difference between 
the old rent andthe new rent. Another 
case has recently come under my notice 
—the case of General Everard. Previous 
to the passing of the Act of 1870, 
General Everard let a _ portion of 
the demesne as an ordinary yearly 
tenancy, no fine being paid by the tenant 
on getting possession. The tenant 
applied, after the passing of the Act of 
1881, to have a fair rent fixed. He 
claimed no improvements, and had 
seriously deteriorated the holding. He 
lived four miles away, and used the land 
merely for grazing purposes. The rent 
was reduced by the Court from 25s. to 
20s. per statute acre, and the true value 
fixed at £7 10s. per statute acre. 
General Everard did not reside upon 
the estate, and was only tenant for life. 
His nephew, Major Everard, barred the 
entail on coming of age, but as he did not 
for some years require to occupy the 
land, he found that the farm had thereby 
become undemesned. He is now obliged 
torent the farm from his tenant yearly 
on an eleven months’ grazing agreement, 
for which he has to pay him 35s. per 
statute acre, and to herd the cattle and 
keep the fences in order at his own cost. 
This is, indeed, a monstrous case. In the 
report of the Fry Commission special 
attention was drawn to the methods of 
the sub-Commissioners when valuing a 
farm and inspecting drains. The Fry 
Commission say : 


“In our opinion it should be the practice of 
these officials, from time to time, to direct 


‘that, before their inspection, such openings: 


should be made in the drains as may be 
necessary to test their existence and condi- 
tion, and that they should do so in every case 
in which the landlord makes a request to that 
effect.” 


This was alluded to, and commented 
upon, by the Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
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both last year and this year. My noble 
and learned friend said on July 28 last 
year : 


“The suggestion as to the inspection of 
drains is a very important matter. It com- 
mended itself to everyone, and has been in- 
corporated in the instructions to valuers.”’ 


More recently the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland said the recommendation of the 
Commission in regard to drains had been 
put in force, and was at the present 
moment working with great advantage. 
When I heard that my heart was filled 
with hope, and I believed that one point 
upon which we had very great difficulty 
would be set at rest. But my dream was 
soon dispelled by a letter which I re- 
ceived from my own agent afew days 
ago, drawing attention to a conversation 
he had with the lay Commissioner when 
visiting the lands of one of my tenants, 
James Reilly, Clonlohan. The Commis- 
sioner looked at the outlet of a drain, and 
on being asked by my agent what steps 
he took to ascertain whether the length 
of the drain claimed for by the tenant was 


{18 JuLy 1899} 


correct, he told him that they had no way | 


of ascertaining, and always accepted as 
correct what the tenant swore to in court. 
So astonished was my agent that he called 
up the bailiff as witness, and he encloses 
a letter from the bailiff confirming his 
statement. Surely it is conceivable that 
a tenant might make an exaggerated state- 
ment as to the amount of drains he had 
made. It is also within the bounds of 
possibility that he might make a state- 
ment at variance with the truth. Are we 
to believe that his statement is to be 


accepted in court without any investiga- | 


tion? Would any noble Lord, when he is 
selling a flock of sheep, expect to have 
his word taken as to the exact number 
of sheep in the flock? If there is one 
direction more than another in which 
proper supervision and inspection should 
be exercised, it is in verifying the state- 
ment of the tenant as to the improvements 


he has made in his holding. I would ask, | 


my Lords, What is it that the State has | 


done? It has, if I may be allowed the 
metaphor, constructed an enormous vessel 
built upon principles opposed to any pre- 


\ 


conceived ideas of naval architecture ; | 


fitted her with powerful engines, with no 
appliance for stopping or going astern ; 
sent her to sea unprovided with any effi- 
cient steering apparatus, and started her 
on her voyage either without a compass, 


(Ireland). 


or with one on which the north point, the 
cardinal point of a properly-detined fair 
rent, has never been defined ; manned by 
a crew mainly composed of inexpert lands- 
men, and only capable of being navigated 
at enormous cost. Starting on her wild 
and erratic career, she damages or sinks 
all who come in her way, and we, I think 
not without justice, consider that we 
deserve some form of compensation as the 
unwilling and protesting victims of an 
unprecedented and dangerous experiment. 
Who are we who now appeal to you? We 
are not those who have been marching 
through rapine to the dismemberment of 
the Empire. We are not those in whose 
eyes England’s difficulty has been Ireland’s 
opportunity. We have, as your outposts, 
borne the brunt of the first attacks on 
property and the Union. Faithful, though 
not favoured, we have kept our claims in 
the background, when, by pressing them, 
we might have embarrassed a Unionist 
Government ; but when we see that ruin 
and exile is the immediate fate of many 
of our nnmber, and the ultimate fate of 
almost all, we can keep silence no longer, 
but come forward to ask that it shall not 
be said of the justice-loving people of 
England that they have placed upon men’s 
backs burdens too grievous to be borne, 
which they themselves will not touch 
with one of their fingers. 
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*THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lor] ASHBOURNE): My Lords, 
the noble Earl who moved this motion 
has presented his case clearly and fairly, 
and with every anxiety not unduly to 
occupy the time of your Lordships, but 
he set before himself an immense task 
when he went on to discuss an enor- 
mous code, which he said comprised twenty- 
five Acts of Parliament and which dealt 
with a vast variety of complex subjects. 
At the close of his speech, which was 
necessarily a very long one, he asked 
your Lordships to affirm the proposition 
that the question of compensation to the 
Irish landowners for injuries inflicted upon 
them by recent legislation demands the 
immediate attention of Her Majesty’s 
Government. That recent legislation, 
he stated, had its starting point in 
1869, with the passing of the Irish 
'Chureh Act, which was followed by 
‘the Land Act of 1870, and by other 
| Acts of Parliament, notably by the Act 
‘of 1881. My noble friend, when he came 
to the Act of 1881, gave your Lordships 
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many quotations from speeches of Mem- 
bers of your Lordships’ House, and he did 
me the honour of quoting some words 
which I had used and he said it would be 
impossible for us to eat our words. Per- 
sonally, my Lords, I have never wished 
to withdraw, qualify, or deny one solitary 
syllable I have said in reference to the 
Act of 1881. I was one of its most reso- 


lute and consistent opponents. I chal-, 


lenged its policy from the start to the 
finish, and I attacked every one of its 
clauses. I therefore repudiate any sug- 


gestion that I am bound to defend the | 


Act of 1881, or to vindicate the policy 
which was responsible for it. We have 
now to face a practical question, and my 
noble friend (Lord Inchiquin) and the 
noble Lords who followed him must, as 
practical men, present to your Lordships 
some practical conclusions that can lead 
to some practical results. My noble friend 
dealt with various topics, and one of those 
was the reduction of rent which has taken 
place in Ireland. That, of course, was 
the most important subject he referred 
to. Your Lordships will at once recognise 
that the reduction of rent is not 
peculiar to Ireland, although it has been 
brought about by voluntary action and 
concession it might be in England and 
Scotland, while the legislature stepped 
in in Ireland and worked out the 
results which have been arrived at. 
What is the practical way of dealing with 
this question? Does my noble friend 
suggest that it is possible to retry all the 
fair-rent cases in Ireland? Does he 
suggest that it is possible by an inquiry 
into those vast topics to find a way by 
which compensation might be sought ’ 
Anyone connected with Ireland knows 
that there is much truth in the suggestion 
that the landowning class in Ireland have 
been subjected to grave and serious loss 
in recent years, and I know, from being 
more closely connected with them, how 
keen the suffering has been to the smaller 
landed proprietors, many of whom have 
been reduced to urgent straits. When 
the noble Marquess at the head of the 
Government had his attention called to 
this subject on a former occasion he spoke 
with the deepest and kindliest sympathy, 
but he said it must be made clear to the 
tenants in Ireland that you do not mean 
to upset the Act of 1881, that compensa- 
tion in any shape, in pounds. shillings 
and pence from the English Exchequer 
is not to be sought for, but that an effort 


Lord Ashbourne. 


{LORDS} 
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| should be made to enlist public sympathy 
| with 


what my noble friend called a 
merited tenderness for interests which 
have been hardly treated. This is the 
way, a difficult way, no doubt, in which 
this question must be approached, because 
it must be dealt with as a_ practical 
question. My noble friend (Lord Farn- 
ham) referred to the Fry Commission and 
its recommendations. I admit, at once, 
that it is a reasonable suggestion that any 
fair proposal that is capable of being 
worked out and applied with justice to 
both sides should be fairly tried. Upon 
more occasions than one this question 
has been before your Lordships, and not 
long ago I went in the fullest possible 
way into every one of the operations 
of the Land Commission to give effect to 
such of the recommendation of the 
Fry Commission as they themselves 
approved of, and as appeared desirable 
they should adopt, and I heard with sur- 
prise the statement of Lord Farnham as 
to the mode of inspection of drains. I 
was informed that a certain practice was 
being adopted, and if a contrary practice 
has been adopted, then it was a matter 
for inquiry. There is another matter, 
apart from giving direct compensation, 
which may also do a great deal for land 
in Ireland, and which I have always looked 
upon as a matter of the highest import- 
ance in reference to the working out of 
the whole agrarian problem in Ireland— 
that is the development of the purchase 
system. We are always entitled to be 
asked how that system is working, and to 
show that we are alive to the importance 
of giving every facility for the working of 
that great policy. I am happy to say 
that that system is working vigorously, 
well, and progressively. I gave figures 
two or three months ago, showing that 
the output up to the date at which 
I spoke was quite 2,000,000 a year, 
and that it was going on_ steadily, 
and even at an increased rate. The 
year that terminated on March $31 
last shows a great increase on the pre- 
ceding vear, which itself showed a vast 
increase on the year that preceded it. I 
have made inquiries as to the progress of 
the system during April, May, and June 
of this year, and I find that during these 
three months there has been a steady, 
marked, and most encouraging increase. 
Is it not satisfactory, in regard to this 
great land question in Ireland, to find 
that the purchase system is in vigorous, 
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successful, and progressive operation? A 
matter of obvious importance has been re- 
ferred to by the noble Duke—namely, the 
fact that a Tithe Bill was promised in the 
Queen’s Speech. The measure, which 
was introduced in the House of Commons, 
was intended to be perfectly fair to all 
parties, and to enable right to be done, 
and no one regrets more than I do that 
that Bill could not be passed into law this 
session. It is evident, however, from 
the language of Mr. Balfour in 





another place, that the Bill was 
dropped with great reluctance and 


regret, and that the intention is 
to re-introduce it at an early period of 
next session. I can only express my own 
deep regret that that Bill was dropped. 
[believe my regret is shared by many 
others, and no effort will be spared on my 
part to endeavour to ensure the introduc- 
tion of the Bill at a very early period 
next session. I trust, in these circum- 
stances, that my noble friend will with- 
draw his motion. 


THE MArRQUESS of LONDONDERRY : 
My Lords, I confess I heard the conclud- 
ing words of my noble friend with a 
certain amount of satisfaction, but I 
would rather have heard him give an 
absolute promise that the Bill should be 
introduced at an early period next 
session. All who wish to deal fairly in 
this matter cannot hut have heard with 
sympathy the grievance under which the 
[rish land-owning classes are suffering. | 
do not think anyone can deny that the 
Land Acts of 1870 and 1881 have 
to a very great extent benefited one 
class in Ireland to the injury of another ; 
but if the motion of my noble friend had 
attempted to deprive the occupying class 
in Ireland of any single item of advantage 
they have derived under the legislation I 
should not have supported it. The land- 
occupying classes in Ireland have obtained 


enormous advantages under the Land 


Acts, and they have been perfectly justi- 
fied in taking every advantage of those 
Acts, but I feel that those classes who have 
benefited by this legislation would, in a 
great many cases, be the first to desire 
that those who have been deprived of the 
benefits they possessed in the past should 


{18 JuLy 1899} 
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be recompensed, and, if possible. compen- 
sated for losses in the future. No one, I 
think, will deny that at the present 
moment the original landowner in Ireland 
has become nothing more than a rent- 
charger. We know full well that the 
powers of Parliament are unlimited, and 
that Parliament can take the roof over my 
head and the coat off my back if it 
chooses ; but I do not think Parliament 
has ever confiscated a man’s __ pro- 
perty without giving him honest 
and fair compensation ; and some compen- 
sations, direct or indirect, should be given 
to those who have had their property in 
Ireland gradually, but surely, squeezed 
away from them. Whenever this ques- 
tion is raised the noble and learned 
Lord who responds for the Government 
on Irish questions invariably attributes 
this legislation to the Government of 
1881. He adheres to the speeches he 
then made, and says he does not re- 
pudiate one single sentence. I should 
have liked to see the noble Duke the Lord 
President of the Council and the noble 
and learned Lord the Chancellor of the 
Duchy of Lancaster in their places to- 
night, as they were responsible for the 
Act of 1881, and to have heard what 
were their views upon it. In all proba- 
bilitv they would have told us that they 
anticipated that the Land Bill of 1881 
would do no harm whatever to the land- 
owning classes. They probably thought 
that the passing of that Land Bill would 
bring about an absolute millennium to the 
land-owning classes. I think they must 
now admit, however, that their prognosti- 
cations have heen falsified by the results. 
Lord Selborne, during the passing of the 
Bill of 1881, made use of the following 
expression : 

‘IT deny that the Bill will in any degree 
whatever diminish the rights of the landlord 
or the value of the interest he possesses.” 


Five years after the passing of the Act 
Lord Selborne ventured to observe that 
he would rather have cut off his hand 
than have been a party to the Act. 
Moreover, the legis!stion to which I have 
alluded has been, in my opinion, a breach 


of contract on the part of the Govern- 
ment, who put forward every inducement 
to people to invest their money. People 


were assured that the rents were so low 
that they could easily be raised, and 
owing to the assurance of the Govern- 
ment £52.000,000 was invested in this 








Land Acts 


way. What is now the posicion of those 
who bought that land ? The property has 
‘been damaged in the market to the extent 
of thousands, and even millions, of pounds 
by this legislation, and it is a clear case 
-of mutilation of property. Realising as 
he does the damage that has been done to 
the land-owning classes in Ireland, is my 
noble friend not justified in asking that 
compensation of some kind, either direct 
or indirect, should be given to those 
people who, as I have said, have had their 
property squeezed away from them? The 
Irish Land Commission during the past 
year has cost no less than £172,000, and 
it does not appear that these expenses are 
going to be curtailed in future, for the 
salaries of commissioners and sub-com- 
missioners in 1899-1900 were £127,722, 
as compared with £114,579 in 1898-1899. 
If I were to say that the decisions of 
these commissioners were considered un- 
fair by the land-owning classes, your 
Lordships would probably regard my 
-assertion with scepticism. But I will quote 
what Mr. William O’Brien says on the 
subject. He says: 
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“There can be no finality, no security, 
either for landlords or tenants so long as the 
rents of Ireland go on dropping and changing 
every fifteen years, according to the whim of 
whatever Land Commissioners get hold of 
them. It is a mere gambling transaction 
what a man’s rent may be. It depends on 
what Government is in, or what kind of Land 
Commissioners they appoint. It depends on 
whether the landlord is rich enough to carry 
it to the Appeal Court. For all practical 
purposes, the rents of Ireland might as well 
be fixed by tossing up a coin.” 


Mr. O’Brien anticipates that, by the time 
the period for the third fixing of judicial 
rents comes round, Irish landlords will be 
absolutely ruined unless they dispose of 
their property, for their rents will be 
whittled down to next to nothing. 
As Mr. O*Brien said, the landlords 
know this, and this is the reason 
for the motion of my noble friend. 
Do Her Majesty’s Government consider 
that it will be for the benefit of Ireland 
that the land-owning class should be wiped 
from the face of the country? So far as 


I know the feeling of Irish farmers, they | 


do not wish for the expropriation of land- 


lords, though naturally they desire to | 


enjoy the benefits of legalisation passed 
on their behalf. They know that the 
labouring class far outnumber the occupy- 
ing tenants, and expropriation of one 


class in the interest of the class below | 


The Marquess of Londonderry. 


{LORDS} 
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| being permitted, they fear that the ery 
for their own expropriation would not be 
long deferred. In this lies great danger 
for the future of Ireland—the rise of a race 
of small proprietors without capital, who 
vannot develop the resources of the 
country, who will not inspire confidence 
in English capitalists, and who will fall 
into the hands of the “ gombeen ” men— 
the usurers—who will be the real owners 
of land in Ireland. I rejoice that under 
the operation of the Ashbourne Aets 
purchase is making way. Those Acts 
are of inestimable advantage and relief 
to owners with heavily mortgaged 
property ; but there are owners not under 
such difficulties, and who are unwilling to 
sell because they cannot invest their 
money at the rate they derive in the form 
of rent. When the noble Marquess the 
Prime Minister received the deputation 
on this subject, he expressed his sympathy 
and advised the landlords to bring forward 
their grievances prominently and _fre- 
quently. That advice they are following. 
For the Government to ask the House of 
Commons to vote millions for the redress 
of the grievances is impossibie, but there 
are ways in which the object can be partly 
attained. Toa certain extent the Tithe 
Rent-charge Bill would have done some- 
thing, and I trust we shall hear that an 
attempt will be made to pass it next 
session. It might be possible to make 
advances at a cheap rate of interest to 
heavily mortgaged landowners, and upon 
security that would relieve the British 
taxpayer from any anxiety. It is not for 
me on this occasion to suggest ways and 
means ; it is for the Government to put 
their sympathy into practical form. 


(Ureiand). 


*Lorp CLONBROCK : My Lords, I 
am afraid my noble and learned friend 
the Lord Chancellor of Ireland will be 
surprised at what I am going to say. I 
wish to appeal to the Government not to 
consider this a hostile motion, but to 
accept it as an acknowledgment of the 
reality of our grievance and our claim to 
compensation in some shape or form, 
while reserving to themselves the power 
of dealing with any measure for compen- 
sation which we may bring before them. 
It has been often acknowledged by indi- 
vidual members of the Government that 
grievous losses have been inflicted, how- 
ever unintentionally, on Irish landlords 
by the Land Acts. I say unintentionally, 
as it is universally admitted that those Acts 
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have not fulfilled the anticipations of those 
who introduced them. I will repeat, in sup- 

rt of that statement, the oft-quoted 
remark of Mr. Gladstone to the effect 


Q would be greatly disappointed if | ; 
that he vd y PP |; attempt to remove imperfections from the 


property did not rise to twenty-five years’ 
purchase. Instead of rising, it has fallen 
to about seventeen years’ purchase, and 
my noble friend who introduced this 
motion has given your Lordships the 
reasons why this has taken place. His 
statement of the losses which _land- 


lords have sustained by the imposition | 


of tenant right and the introduction of 
fixity of tenure was so full and exhaustive 
that I should have done little more than 
glance at it, had not my noble and learned 


friend the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, in | 


his answer on behalf of the Government, 
passed over that portion of my noble 


friend’s speech, and seemed to attribute | 


our losses almost entirely to reduction of 
rent, and to hold therefore that our 
daim to compensation was on __ that 
ground. My noble and learned friend also 
made a comparison between the reduction 
that had taken place in rent in Ireland 
and the reduction in rent in England, 
which I cannot admit to be a fair one. 

For if a comparison were made not 
between Ireland and England as a whole, 
but between Ireland and those parts of 
England which most resemble it in agri- 
cultural conditions, a different conclusion 
would be arrived at. I have seen such 
acomparison ; I have not the figures by 
me, but they would bear me out. The 
loss which the landlords have sustained 
by the introduction of tenants’ right 
where it never before existed, and of 
fixity of tenure, was foreseen in some 
quarters at the time the Act of 1881 
was passed. The noble Marquess at the 
head of the Government stated in your 
Lordships’ House in August, 1881, on 
the subject of free sale, that : 

“The tenants all over Ireland are to be 
authorised to sell for money that which they 
never bought, which they never earned. [| 
lefy anyone who pays attention to the multi- 
lication table to show that this money is 
sven to the tenant without taking away pro- 


perty from the landlord on whose estate the 
farm is.” 


The late Lord Selborne said : 


“T must say that the extension of the 
Ulster custom to the rest of Ireland does 
ippear a manifest violation of the principles of 
justice, and to be impossible if we mean to 
respect those principles.” 
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| Ireland—a concession which has 
| by violence and agitation. 
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The Marquess of Lansdowne, on the 
Second Reading of the Land Bill of 1881, 
said : 


“The fact is, my Lords, that this is not an 


existing law. It is an attempt to quell an 
agrarian rebellion by the wholesale concession 
of proprietary rights to the —_— of 

been extorted 
These rights you 
are asked to create ; do not let us be deluded 
into the belief that we are merely going to 
recognise and legalise something which exists 
already.” 


There could not be a clearer description 
than that of what has been done by the im- 
position of tenant right and fixity of tenure 
over the whole of Ireland. It has been 
sought to justify this transfer of property 
on the ground that the tenant has by his 
improvements acquired, in equity, a pro- 
perty in his farm, and that the landlord is 
only entitled to its “prairie value.” I 
have often heard a landlord say, “ Prairie 
value! I wish I could get back my land 
at its prairie value,” meaning as virgin 
soil, before it had been destructively 
treated by successive tenants. To any- 
body who knows Ireland it is apparent 
that there cannot be a greater mistake 
than to assume that the land in Ireland 
has been generally improved by the 
tillage of the tenant. I have taken the 
trouble to consult some of the most expe- 
rienced and most competent judges, and 
they assert that for every one acre that 
the tenant has improved there are 100 
acres which have been deteriorated to 


an extent far exceeding in amount 
any outlay in buildings or fences. 


Many of the tenants are poor, ignorant 
people who know no better, and lead 
struggling lives. There are 580,000 hold- 
ings in Ireland, and of those nearly a half 
are under fifteen acres. I would be 
the last person to blame the poor 
people who hold these farms, but by per- 
sistent bad husbandry they have deterio- 
rated the land, and it was consequently 
most unjust that at least 25 per cent. 
should have been carved out of the fee 
simpl> ef the land, as shown by the 
reduction of its selling value, and given 
to the sitting tenant on the ground that 
he and his predecessors in title had im- 
proved it. This is a distinct grievance 
quite apart from reduction of rent or 
agricultural depression. The adminis- 
tration of the Act has also not fulfilled 
the anticipations of its framers. The 
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report of the Fry Commission bears 
witness to this. When we find that it 
states that there is no common under- 
standing of the law or uniformity of 
practice., that the most general instruc- 
tions are issued to the sub-commissioners, 
that no definition is given them of the 


fair rent they are called upon to fix, | 


when we find about the best thing said 
about the administration is that the 
Commissioners are unable to conclude 
that the machinery has been uniformly 


worked with injustice to the landlord, it | 


is impossible not to see that the whole of 


the administration of these Acts has been | 


carried out in such a haphazard and un- 
certain way that if any righteous decision 
has been arrived at it has been more by 
good luck than good management. Since 
the Report of the Fry Commission has 
been issued, one of the most distin- 
guished members of that Commission, 
Mr. Robert Vigers, has made a speech on 
the subject, in which he says : 


“ His own experience was that many of the 
men sent to report on the farms and to fix the 
rents did not know as much about the value 
of land in Ireland as he himself did as a mere 
visitor. They had no experience or proper 
training; the work was done without any 
head to direct their proceedings, and they con- 
sequently got into many difficulties. His own 
impression, after talking with the people in 
some of the districts, was that those men 


going to report on some of the more lonely | 


parts of Ireland felt that they must reduce 
the rent or they would hardly dare to revisit 
the district. In any ease, an old landowner 
who had never altered his rent, but had kept 
it at the lowest minimum, was treated in the 
same off-hand way as was the speculating 
landowner who had doubled or 
rents.” 


Again, Mr. Vigers, comparing the way in 
which the business is done now with the 
manner in which Sir Richard Griffith did 
it, says that Sir Richard Griffith in- 
structed the men under him in a way that 
to his mind was extremely practical and 
clever. Mr. Vigers says :— 


“Every man employed had — direc- 
tions as to how he was to proceed with his 
work. Sir Richard Griffith was the one head, 
and every man who made a valuation could go 
to him, and with a schedule of his particulars 
and valuations could have any corretions made 
or directions given that were necessary. 
was very (different from the way in which the 
business was done in connection with the 
present Land Act. The valuers now knew 
little or nothing of what they were to do asa 
general body, but simply made their own notes 
and their own valuations and handed them in, 
and, if necessary, supported them in court; 


Lord Clonbrock. 
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trebled his | 


That | 
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but there was no one to give them any diree- 
tion, whether in fixing the rent they were to 
deal with, the buildings, or what deductions 
they were to make, or whether they were to 
make any deductions at all from what they 
thought was the value of the tenant right 
interest. Some of them did make a deduction 
for the tenant right interest, but others who 
had valued the same farm had not made any 
deduction on that account, but they came to 
the same conclusion that there should be a 
deduction of 24 per cent., 25 per cent., or 26 
per cent., off the rent. The more one looked 
into the matter, the more evident it was how 
| very loosely the whole thing was managed.” 





| That is the opinion of one of the most 
| competent men in the United Kingdom 
to express an opinion upon this subject. 
Some improvements, have, as stated by 
my noble and learned friend, been lately 
introduced, but they are but few in 
number compared with the recommenda- 
tions of the Fry Commission. The 
uncertainty as to what constitutes a 
fair rent still continues. I should like 
|to read to your Lordships a short state- 
‘ment by Mr. Commissioner Bailey, one 
of the legal Commissioners in the North 
of Ireland. Mr. Bailey said: 


““ What I did state, however, and what [ 
| wish to reiterate, is that, as a rule, we do not, 
| merely on our own valuation of the land, 
| raise a rent where the landlord has not so 
| applied; and we would not reduce a rent 
where the tenant had not made an application, 
and did not complain of his rent until he was 
brought into conrt by the landlord.” 


| Therefore, it appears that Mr. Com- 
missioner Bailey, although he is instructed 
to fix a fair rent, thinks it right, when the 
rent is too low, to allow it to remain so 
and call it a fair rent, simply because 
the landowner has not applied to have it 
increased ; and in the same way, when 
the rent is too high, to refuse to alter it 
| because the tenant has not applied to have 
it reduced. One noble Lord compared 
the working of the Land Commission to 
a ship sent to sea without a compass and 
under very unfavourable circumstances. 
I would rather compare it to a terrible 
engine of destruction paring away and 
| destroying the property of a portion of 
| Her Majesty’s subjects. They appeal to 
Her Majesty’s Government for protection. 
The Government say, “ The machine is not 
of our creation, it was wound up and set 
going long before our time, we can only 
try and make it grind a little more evenly. 
| We cannot be held responsible for the 
injury which it inflicts.” My Lords, the 
same continuity in legislation which pre- 


| 
| 
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yents a Government from rescinding the 
Acts of their predecessors, should render 
them responsible for the effects of «1 
legislation. If they were dealing witli a 
foreign Government I do not think the, 
would accept for a moment a plea thai 
what they complained of was the wor! 
of a previous administration. = Jhey 
would hold the Government in power r 
sponsible, and the country responsi!ile 
We are ready to admit that the legisla 
tion of which we complain was approve: 
of by this country when it was passed 
but, now that the injury that 

been inflicted is proved, we hold 
United Kingdom responsible and = look 
to the Government for \ 


1 
cn 


redress. We 
were told, not long ago, by the 
Marquess, the Prime Minister, thai 
we ought to make our grievances ki 

It is with the object of making our case 
thoroughly known that I appeal t: 
Government to accept the resolution 
my noble friend. There are, no doubt, 
a certain class of people in Englaiu(, 
probably in every other country, who ar 
prepared to pronounce a dogmatic op)ion 
on every question under heaven, but th: 
generality of Englishmen know nothing 
of the subject we have been discussin.: 
They know that Her Majesty’s Govern 
ment are fully acquainted with it, and, 
when they find that we can get not! 
more than a few civil words of 
pathy, they naturally compare us to the 
most intolerable nuisance which can atifict 
any class of society—namely, the 
with an imaginary and _ ill-founded 
grievance. But, if they saw that our ca: 
attracted the attention of the Gover 
ment, they would look into it in order t 
see if our complaints were well fowided 
That is what we want. We want |! 
people of England to criticise and look 
into our case, feeling confident that 1 
they really understood it they woul: 
recognise that we had a real grievaiv 
which should be remedied. We have |ut 
little power to appeal to the peop 
of England, and we have no politica! i 
fluence in our own country. From what 
has happened lately it has been shown that 
we are not allowed any control over local 
affairs. It has been often thrown 
our teeth that we have never been alle 
to attract the people to us ; but it must 
be remembered that, if we are in 
isolated position, it is because we have heen 
too faithful to the English connection, 
because we have desired that the country 
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we love so well should not sink into a 
mere Dependency, but should remain 
closely united to the governing centre of 
that great Empire which our countrymen 
have done so much to extend and to con- 
-olidate. The fact that we have clung so 
closely to English associations ought not 
io be thrown in our teeth as a reproach 
yy any class of Englishmen, even by those 
who differ with us as to the exact nature 
of the link which should unite the two 
countries. We do not claim any favour 
the ground of our attachment to 
igland ; all we claim is justice, which 
‘hope we shall eventually receive. I 
‘ould appeal to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to accept the motion of my noble 
‘vriend as an acknowledgment of the 
justice of our ease. 


THE Earn or MAYO: My Lords, the 
noble and learned Lord, the Lord Chan- 
ilor of Ireland, said the noble Lord who 
imoved this motion had come to no 
practical conclusions. The practical con- 
clusion that noble Lords from Ireland 
ive come to is that they will get nothing 
ut the hands of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. Only this session the Tithe Rent- 
‘harge Bill has been thrown over, not- 
vithstanding all the promises of the 
‘rovernment, and the arrangements made 
that the Irish Peers should not move an 
\imendment to the Address, because that 
bill was to be introduced this session. 
Ji, reply to the noble Lord, I will men- 
tion a way in which relief or compensa- 
ion could be granted to landlords with- 
t in any way touching the tenant. If 
tle tithe rent-charge was immediately 
bolished, it would only bea slight instal- 
nt of the compensatéon due for injustice 
ilicted by the Land Acts. Board of 


\Works loans have been granted to 
landlords. Outstanding portions of 


se loans should be ascertained, and 
nade payable by instalments identical 
with those required from tenants for 
loans under the Land Purchase Acts. 

en such coneessions are freely con- 
ceded to the tenants, we submit we have 

rood right to ask that State loans ad- 
anced tous on the security of our estates 
hould be adjusted on similar terms. The 

se is strong in respect of Board of 
Vorks loans, because a large proportion 
oi these advances was made for the im- 
provement of tenants’ holdings, and rents 
have been reduced without fair credit 
ving given to the landlord in respect of 
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the expenditure under these loans. State 
Toans on the same terms as to repayment 
as loans under the Land Purchase Acts 
could be granted to landlords to enable 
them to purchase and redeem Crown 
rents, quit rents, and Church perpetuities. 
All these the State exact as if rents had 
not been reduced and Land Acts did not 
exist. I could bring many more matters, 
if time permitted, before your Lordships 
notably the Land Purchase Acts, which 
were framed as if the interest of the 
tenant was the only thing to be seriously 
considered or consulted. Everything is 
done to help the tenant to buy ; nothing 
is done to help the landlord to sell. 
He often cannot face the loss of 
income and heavy costs entailed upon 
him, and therefore refuses to sell. We 
will admit that it is the duty of the Land 
Commission to make no advances of State 
funds beyond the amount for which, in 
their judgment, a holding affords good 
security ; but, to quote the Report of the 
Fry Commission : 





“The practice of the Department has been 
over-strict in the matter of security, and appli- 
cations have been thereby discouraged.” 


Such a course impedes land purchase 
transactions, and in many cases contem- 
plated sales are abandoned. The Fry 
Commission has recommended reforms in 
procedure with regard to the Land Pur- 
chase Acts, and we ask that their recom- 
mendations may be carried out. 


*THE MArQuEss or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I do not know that I can use- 
fully add to what has already been said 
by the noble and learned Lord, the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland ; but it might 


{LORDS} 


appear disrespectful to the noble Lords | 


who have spoken since he addressed your 
Lordships if someone sitting on this 
Bench were not to say a few words 
upon the subject before the House. I 
think my noble and learned friend gave 
good advice to the Irish landlords when 
he recommended them to treat this ques- 
tion as practical men, and to concentrate 
their attention upon measures which 
might fairly be described as practical 
measures. I am not at all sure that we 
much advance matters by researches into 
the working of Mr. Gladstone’s mind 
when the Land Acts were in the process 
of incubation, or into the manner in 
which that wedge, the thin end of which 
the noble Lord discovered in the Irish 


The Earl of Mayo. 








(Ireland). 1160 


Church Act of 1869, was ultimately 
driven home with such disastrous results, 
The question seems to me to be this— 
What can we, as practical men, do at the 
present time to mitigate the admitted 
hardships from which the landlords of 
Ireland have been made to suffer under 
the various Acts of Parliament to which 
attention has been drawn this evening ? 
One noble Lord has told us very frankly 
that he did not care very much about 
sympathy unless it was accompanied by 
money— indicating, presumably, that we 
should have a raid upon the British Ex- 
chequer—and that a sufficient grant should 
be obtained from that source to make good 
to the Irish landlords the losses they have 
sustained, I am afraid that proposal does 
not come within the category of those 
practical measures upon which, in my 
opinion, Irish landlords ought to concen- 
trate their attention. In the first place, 
I think it would be an entirely new 
departure in the politics of this country if 
we were, eighteen years after the passing 
of an Act of Parliament, to compensate from 
the public funds the persons who, owing 
to the mistaken estimates of the framers 
of that Act, have proved losers by its 
operation. I doubt if there is any prece- 
dent in the history of this country for any 
action of the kind. But, apart from that, 
I am unable to imagine upon what basis 
a measure of compensation of that kind 
could be framed ; because, after all, it is 
quite obvious that if rents have fallen in 
Ireland it is due to two causes—partly to 
the action of the Land Courts, and 
partly to the natural fall in values 
which has occurred all over the United 
Kingdom ; and I fail altogether to 
see how it is possible to disentangle 
those two factors, and to say that 
a certain proportion of the diminution of 
the rent roll of the landowners in Ireland 
is chargeable to the Act of 1881. Noble 
Lords from Ireland are, I think, wiser 
when they take the line which they have 
laid down in a very clearly-drawn Memor- 
andum, submitted to the Government by 
the Executive Committee of the Irish 
Landowners Convention. In that Memo- 
randum they make certain specific sug- 
gestions, and they explain that those 
suggestions are so framed that they would 
not deprive Irish tenants of any of the 
benefits conferred on them by the Land 
Acts—that wasa point upon which Lord 
Londonderry laid much stress—and in the 
next place they would not involve the 
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payment out of the Exchequer of any- 
thing in the nature of money compensa- 
tion. Those seem to me to be wise lines 
upon which to proceed, and I have read 
with very great interest the proposals 
which follow in the Memorandum. I con- 
fess that I think the claim of the Irish 
landlords for the sympathy of the House 
is due, not simply upon the reduction of | 
their rents, but to the fact that the 
results of past legislation have been to 
deprive them of a great many of 
those incidents of ownership, the | 
presence of which makes the owner | 
of an estate the real proprietor of the | 
land, and the absence of which con-| 
verts him into something like a mere rent- | 
charger. It is suggested that, for the loss 
of these incidents of ownership, what is 
called compensation might be granted to 
the Irish landlords in three directions— 
first, by a reform in the procedure, prac- 
tice, and methods of valuation of the land 
courts, as recommended by the Fry Com- 
mission ; secondly, by legislation for the 
purpose of lightening the burden and | 
facilitating the reduction of land charges, | 
both private and public ; and, thirdly, by 
facilitating land purchase. With regard 
to the first suggestion, a number of the 
recommendations of the Fry Commission 
have already been carried out, and the 
whole report is receiving the considera- 
tion of the Land Commissioners. In dis- 
cussing these matters we sometimes allow 
ourselves to lose sight a little of the fact | 
that the Land Commission is, after all, a 
judicial tribunal appointed under Statute, 
and that it is not within the province 
of the Executive Government to dictate | 
to that Commission how it should dis- | 
charge its duties. We are apt, when 
dealing with people outside the limits of | 
this country, to wax rather indignant | 
when we find the executive usurping the 
functions of the judiciary and interfering | 
with the functions of the Courts ; and, to 
be consistent, we should observe our- | 
selves the rules which we are so fond of 
inculeating for the observance of others. | 
Then, my Lords, with regard to the second 
recommendation of the Convention, refer- | 
ence has been made in the Debate to the | 
Irish Tithe Rent-charge Bill; and I share | 
in the regrets which have been expressed | 
over the abandonment of that measure. | 
It is said that the present Government | 
are a strong Government, and that it is | 





not at all to their credit that they should | next year, 
| Statute Book. 


have thrown that Bill overboard. But 


{18 Juty 1899} 


(Ireland). 1162 


there is one thing which even the 
strongest Government cannot command, 
and that is Parliamentary time, and it is 
because Parliamentary time is not avail- 
able that, in addition to other “ mno- 
cents” this particular ewe lamb has at 
the last moment to be immolated. I 
very gladly repeat and enforce what has 
been said by my noble and learned friend, 
the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, as to the 
intention of the Government to reintroduce 
that measure next session ; and no pains 
will be spared to place it on the Statute 


| Book. I do not suppose that any Govern- 


ment, under any circumstances, could un- 
undertake to give an unconditional pledge 
that any measure would become law dur- 


| ing a session from which we are removed 


by six or seven months ; but we have 
said enough to show that it is our intention 
to introduce the measure and to spare no 
pains to pass it. The third recommenda- 
tion was in the direction of land purchase 
in regard to which there is absolute una- 
nimity amongst all persons who have 
studied the Irish land question. I rejoice 
to know that land purchase, which 
seemed at one time to be flagging a 


little, is now proceeding with great 
vigour and rapidity; for it is 
in that direction, more than any 


other, to which I look for a solution of 
the great difficulties that surround the 
Irish land question. It was suggested by 


| the noble Lord who spoke last that we 


should show our goodwill by accepting the 
motion as it stands on the Paper. That 
is an invitation which I am afraid we 
cannot accept, for the motion carries us 


| a little too far ; but this we may say, that, 


with regard to the past, noble Lords from 


| Ireland, who have brought this question 


more than once before the House, have 
achieved a good deal by the success with 


‘which they have directed attention to 


blots in the administration of the land 
laws; and, with regard to the future, 
we have every hope that the one 
particular measure upon which noble 
Lords from Ireland have very naturally 
set their hearts will be more fortunate 
and will find its place on the 
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*Lorpd INCHIQUIN: My Lords, I them by land legislation for the purposes 
might almost make another speech in of compensation, let them appoint a Royal 
answer to what has been said on behalf Commission to do it. For the Govern- 
of the Government, but I do not propose ment to say that they sympathise with 
to do anything of the kind. I merely the Irish landlords is not sufficient. Let 
propose vo inform your Lordships that my thei give some practical proof of their 
motion was specially worded with the sympathy. Two years ago, when I moved 
hope that it would be accepted by Her 3» similar motion, I withdrew it at the in- 


Majesty’s Government as a motion which stivation of the Government, because | 
was not hostile. It is impossible for me was assured and believed that the Go- 
to do what the Government wish— yeriiment seriously intended to consider 
namely, to withdraw this motion, as the the question of compensation for the 


adoption on my part of such a course | landlords. On the present occasion 
would he to stultify my position alto- | jc»! compelled to go to a Division. 
gether. If the Government cannot, as 

the noble Marquess has said, disentangle 

the hurt done to the Irish landlords by‘) question, their Lordships divided : 
economic causes from the harm done — Contents, 39; Not-Contents, 34. 
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House adjourned at ten minutes before 
Eight of the clock, to Thursday 
next, half-past Ten of the clock. 
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STANDING COMMITTEE ON TRADE, 
KC. 

Ordered, That the Standing Committee 
on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping and Manufactures, 
have leave to sit To-morrow during the 
sitting of the House.—(Lord Edmond 
Fitzmaurice.) 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMPTION 
OF GOVERNMENT BUSINESS). (Divi- 
sion List, No. 272.) 

Mr. ANSTRUTHER and Captain NoRTON, 
the Tellers for the Aye Lobby, in the 
Division of yesterday on the Main Ques- | 
tion, came to the Table and stated that 
they had erroneously reported the number 
of the Ayes as 226 instead of 286, which 
was the proper number. | 


Ordered, That the Clerk do correct the | 
said error in the Journal by stating the 
number of the Ayes in that Division as 
286, instead of 226. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAIL- 
WAY AND DOCK BILL. 
LOWESTOFT PROMENADE ‘PIER 
BILL. 
considered, and 


Lords amendment 


agreed to. | 
PARK (LONDONDERRY) | 
BILL. [Lords]. 

Read the third time, and passed with- | 
out Amendment. 


BROOKE’S 


SOUTH HANTS WATER BILL [Lords]. 
(Queen’s Consent signified.) 
Read the third time, and passed, with | 
Amendments. 


} 
BUENOS AYRES AND PACIFIC RAIL. | 
WAY COMPANY BILL [Lords]. | 


Not amended, considered; to be read | 
the third time. 


LEA BRIDGE DISTRICT GAS BILL | 
[Lords]. | 

As amended, considered ; to be read | 
the third time. | 


| 
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PORTSMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 


ROCHDALE CANAL BILL [Lords]. 


WESTON-SUPER-MARE GRAND PIER 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 


BILL [Lords]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


NORTH EASTERN AND HULL AND 
BARNSLEY (JOINT DOCK) BILL 
[Lords]. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP M). 

Mr. LAURENCE Harpy reported from 
the Committee on Group M of Private 
Bills ; that, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned until 
Thursday next, at Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS, 


[INEBRIATES’ ACT, 1898. 
Petition from Liverpool, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Old Cumnock, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1845. 
Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Kippen, and Monkton and Prestwick ; tolie 
upon the Table. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Pittenweem, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS BILL. 


Petition from London and other places, 
for alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON | having been taken down was erected by 
SUNDAY BILL. War Office contractors in order that the 
Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; to | condition of the work might be properly 
lie upon the Table. |cexamined. The estimate given by this 
| firm for the necessary repairs was declined 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | by the Admiralty, on the ground that it 
CHILDREN. | was excessive, and the work is now being 
Petition from Colne, for alteration of carried out by another firm at consider- 
Law ; to lie upon the Table. | ably less than half the cost. The change 
. _has therefore resulted in a large saving, 
TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. | and not, as suggested in the question, 
Petition from Battersea, against, to lie | in the waste of several hundred pounds, 
upon the Table. 
Sir J. FERGUSSON : Is the monu- 
| ment to be restored and not moved ? 


DE Ve PEPOPTS FTC | 
ae _ Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
is being restored, and will henceforth be 
ARMY COMMISSIONS. | maintained in proper condition by the 
Return [presented 17th July] to be | Admiralty. 
printed. [No. 281.] 





ENFIELD FACTORY ACCIDENT. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). CAPTAIN BOWLES (Middlesex, En- 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- | field) : I beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2319 to the War Office if, at_ the Royal Small 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. = Arms Factory, when Henry Horner in- 
| jured an artery, there was no ambulance 
| available, the poor man had to walk home, 
QUESTIONS. | and on his arrival he fell exhausted. 
a _ *THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
NELSON MONUMENT ON PORTSDOWN |STATE For WAR (Mr. WyNnpDHAM, 
HILL. | Dover): This man was conveyed to the 
Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, Surgery in a bath chair. On leaving the 
N.E.) : I beg to ask the Civil Lord of the surgery after treatment he declined the 
Admiralty whether the Nelson Memorial use of the chair, and expressed a wish to 
on Portsdown Hill, which was erected by | Walk home. The doctor at the time saw 
the crew of the “Victory,” is being | 20 objection to his doing so. 
removed, and, if so, why this is being eon eee ENS ee . 
done ; why expensive scaffolding was) G0% pg iy 
erected round the Memorial last autumn,) A on a ae Raat 
and, after standing through the winter, |__CApTarIn BOWLES: I beg to ask the 
was taken down without further work Under Secretary of State for War if he 
being done, and again erected; and ¢an see his way to give \ olunteers serving 
whether several hundred pounds were 12 the factories under the War Office some 
wasted in this way. pay during their attendance at their 
TY FOR ; _ week’s training, in the same manner as 
RALTY (Mr. teed pepo Pimper the Post Office and many private firms do. 
Worcestershire, E.): This monument, _*Mr. WYNDHAM: As Iinformed the 
standing on War Office land, was formerly House on the 13th instant, this question 
in charge of that Office. It was reported, has been considered, and it has been found 
on examination last autumn, that the impossible to permit absence without  for- 
monument was in such bad repair as prac- feiture of pay or equivalent overtime ; 
tically to require rebuilding. At the sug- | but, with these reservations, every effort 18 
gestion of the Treasury the monument made to facilitate attendance at drills and 
and the land on which it stands has now | camps. 
been transferred to the Admiralty, who ; eae ata te 
have accepted the trust and will hence- SPIRIT TRAFFIC IN NIGERIA. 
forth repair and maintain this national Mr. J. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, 
memorial. The scaffolding referred to as W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
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1169 Questions. 


for the Colonies whether his attention | 
has been drawn to the reports in the press | 
of the evil effects of the sale of spirits in | 


Lagos and the district known as Southern 


Nigeria ; whether he has any information | 


as to the number of gallons imported into 
these districts during the last financial 


year of the Royal Niger Company ; and | 


whether, in view of the proposed assump- 
tion by the Government of the adminis- 
tration of these territories, he will imme- 
diately consider what steps can be taken 
to check the present importation of spirits 
to the regions referred to, and to secure 
their continued exclusion from Northern 
Nigeria. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The hon. Member 
appears to be in some confusion as to 
these countries. Lagos is a colony— 
there is at present no district known as 
Southern Nigeria—probably he intends 


to refer to the Niger Coast Protectorate, | 


which is under the administration of Her 
Majesty’s Government—the territories of 
the Royal Niger 
shortly come under the administration of 
Her Majesty’s Government, are distinct 
from the Protectorate. 
been called to the reports referred to. 
The number of gallons of spirits imported 
in 1898 was as follows: Lagos, 1,366,794 ; 


Niger Coast Protectorate, 1,164,108 ; 
Niger Company’s Territories, 178,068. 


Steps have recently been taken to check 
the importation of spirits into these 
regions by raising the duty to 3s. per 
proof gallon, and the exclusion of spirits 
from Northern Nigeria will be 
tained. 

NONCONFORMIST MINISTERS AS 

GUARDIANS. 


ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if his attention has been 


called to the case of the two Nonconfor- | 


mist ministers who have resigned their 
seats on the Ipswich Board of Guardians, 
the clerk having advised the Board that 
Nonconformist ministers who receive fees 
for the burial of paupers in parochial ceme- 
teries are thereby disqualified to act as 
guardians; whether the law has such 
effect ; and whether in that case the 
clergy of the Church of England are sub- 


ject to the same disability ; and if there | 
is inequality between the clergy: of the, 


Established’ Church and Nonconformist 
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| guardians 
|arrangement for the performance of the 


Company, which will | 
| the Board of 


My attention has | 


main- | 
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ministers whether he will propose an 
alteration of the law to put an end to. 
such injustice. 

*THeE SECRETARY To THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.) : The Local Govern- 


Questions. 


‘ment Board have no authority to 
decide this question. If, however, 
as I understand, no _ bargain or 


into between the 
minister, but the 


entered 
and the 


contract is 


funeral is made by the undertaker, I am 
advised that the minister would not. 


become disqualified to act as guardian by 


reason of his receiving a payment for his 
services, although the payment might be 
ultimately borne by the guardians. I am 


_also advised that the receipt of a fee pay- 
able by custom or under 


statutory autho- 
rity to a clergyman in connection with a 


pauper funeral would not disqualify him 


from acting as guardian. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. 


Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts., 
Mansfield) : I beg to ask the President of 
Agriculture if he will state 
the amount of rates from which, under 
the Tithe Rent-charge (Rates) Bill, the 
clergy of the County of Surrey will be 
relieved, and also the sam which will be 
payable on account thereof out of the 
Local Taxation Account. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): The cost of the re- 
lief given to the clerical owners of tithe 
rent-charge in the County of Surrey is 
estimated to amount to between £1,700 
and £1,800, and the share of the adminis- 


| trative county in a sum of £87,000 dis- 
‘tributed in the proportion of what are 
Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): I beg to. 


known as the “discontinued grants,” is 
approximately the same amount. 


VENTILATION OF THE DIVISION 
LOBBIES. 

Sm EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
I beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works whether, in consequence of the 
trying nature of the atmosphere ordinarily 
prevailing in the Division Lobbies, he 
would be disposed to consider the desira- 
bility of arranging for the opening of 
three windows, many of which are fixed, 
in each lobby, instead of the one window 
now available, or of otherwise introducing 
some much needed ventilation there. 
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THE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 


Questions. 


WORKS (Mr. Akers DovuGuas, Kent, | 


St. Augustine’s): Every consideration 
shall be given to the suggestion of my 
hon. friend. 


TEACHERS’ SUPERANNUATION ACT. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
he is aware that, under the Teachers’ 
Superannuation Act, present teachers are 
placed on an unfavourable footing with 
teachers appointed after the passing of 
the Act; whether he contemplates taking 
any steps to remedy this grievance ; and 
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| WHITE Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
| My attention has been called to a state- 
|ment which has appeared in the news- 
| papers. I am satisfied, as the result of 
| very full inquiry and after consultation 
with the judge, that if the question of 
insanity had been raised at the trial there 
is no evidence to that effect which could 
properly have affected the verdict of the 
jury. I fear the answer to the last para- 
graph must be in the negative. It is my 
duty to protest against the insinuation 
which appears to be conveyed by the 


Questions. 


whether there is any objection on the part | 


of the Education Department to school 
boards supplementing the amount pro- 
vided for teachers on retirement. 

*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I have 
to point out that present teachers have 


the option of coming under the Super- | 


annuation Act or not. It is true that 
they will not share in the benefit of the 
Annuity Fund further than their own 
contributions to that fund extend, but the 
superannuation allowance paid to them 
by the Treasury is on a higher scale than 
that for teachers appointed after the pass- 
ing of the Act. I cannot undertake, on 
the part of the Department, to introduce 
an amending Act. With regard to the 
last part of the question, I can only refer 
the hon. Member to Section 12, 
section 6 of the Act. The Department 
has no power to waive the provisions of 
the Act. 
CASE OF MARY ANSELL. 
Mr. DALZIEL: I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention 


Cusworth, of Warwick House, Capel 
Road, New Bushey, who was the foreman 
of the jury in the case of Mary Ansell, 
in which he states that had the evidence 


which has since been published been put | 
before the jury in regard to the prisoner’s | 


insanity, his opinion is that they would 
have been unanimous in recommending a 
commutation of the death sentence ; and 
whether, in view of all the circumstances 
of the case, he can see his way to the 
postponement of the date of execution 


has been | 
called to a statement made by Mr. Charles | 


word “independent” in the last para- 
graph. 
Mr. DALZIEL: As a personal expla- 


nation, | wish to be allowed to explain 
that the word “independent” means 
| officers not retained by the Home Office. 
| There is another question which I wish 
to ask of the right hon. Gentleman. It 
is, whether his attention has been called 
to the fact that the prison chaplain has 
expressed his difficulty in deciding and 
has in fact insinuated that in his opinion 
the girl does not understand the gravity 
of her crime. 


Sik M. WHITE RIDLEY: Every 
single point which has been alluded to by 
the hon. Member has been fully within 
my knowledge during the last week, and 
I have given each of them my best con- 
sideration. 


Sub- ; 


UNCONVICTED PRISONERS. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
|I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
'the Home Department whether the 
‘length of time during which persons 
| awaiting trial are kept in prison has been 
brought to his notice; and whether, 
seeing that accused persons in the pro- 
vinces are sometimes awaiting trial for 
months, he will take steps to shorten the 
period of their detention. 


*Sm M. WHITE RIDLEY : This ques- 
tion has been frequently under considera- 
tion. I fear that in some cases a long 
{ detention before trial is inevitable, but I 
'am not in a position at present to pro- 
|mise any definite remedy. The matter 
| is, however, one which will not be lost 
| sight of, and [ may perhaps in this con- 
/nection draw the hon. and _ gallant 


pending an independent inquiry into the | \Member’s attention to the Bail Act, 1898, 


prisoner’s sanity. 


| which gives greater powers to magistrates 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For | to allow persons to be at large pending 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 


| trial. 
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HANDCUFFING PRISONERS IN 
PUBLIC. 


Questions. Questions. 1174 


,When Sir George Trevelyan moved a 
| resolution in the sense of the hon. Mem- 

Captain NORTON: [beg to ask the | ber’s question. It was opposed by Lord 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- | Tweedmouth and the Government of the 


ment whether the practice of handcuffing 
together on a chain remand prisoners, 
male and female, and taking them into 
railway stations on their way to trial has 
been brought to his notice ; and whether 
he will consider the advisability of 
avoiding as far as possible the subjecting 
of unconvicted prisoners to public 
disgrace. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : From time 
to time I receive representations with re- 
gard to this practice at particular places, 
and steps are taken to obviate the neces- 
sity so far as practicable in view of the 
exigencies of each case, but the difficulty 
of ensuring the safe custody of a number 
of prisoners without having resort to 
some mechanical means of restraint is 
very great. 


CONVICTION OF TODMORDEN BOYS. 

Sir =FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
(Yorkshire, Shipley): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to a sentence passed on the 11th 
instant by the justices sitting at Tod- 
morden upon two youths of one calendar 
month’s imprisonment with hard labour, 
without the option of a fine, upen a 
conviction for stealing gooseberries worth 
fourpence ; whether his attention has 
also been called to the statement of the 
police superintendent concerned in the 


| No, 2; 


'day, and lost by a small majority. I 


| confess that Ido not see how any such 


| plan can be carried out, unless we were 


'also to change our financial year. The 
financial year does not begin until March 


| 31st, and I do not think it would be pos- 


sible to get through the business of Supply 
by the beginning of July. It would 
also involve an autumn session. I have no 
reason to believe that these two changes 
find general acceptance, and if they do 
not find general acceptance I am afraid 
the change suggested by the hon. Gentle- 
man can hardly be carried out. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
what Navy Votes will be taken on Friday, 
_and in what order; and whether it is 
‘intended to interrupt the consideration of 
Navy Estimates at any hour to take the 
War Office Vote; and, if so, at what 
hour. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Vote A of the 
Navy Estimates will be taken first on 
Friday and the sub-departments of that 
Vote will be taken in the order of No. 3, 
and No. 1. I should hope that 
the Navy Estimates will end about the 
middle of the sitting, and that ade- 
quate time, or at all events some impor- 


| tant fraction of time, will be left for the 
| discussion of the Army Estimates. 


case that nothing was previously known | 


against the accused ; and whether, having 
regard to the circumstances of the case, 
he will order the immediate release of the 
prisoners. 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: My 
attention has been called to this case, into 
which I am making inquiries. 


SITTINGS OF PARLIAMENT. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will endeavour to so re- 
arrange the time for the meeting of Parlia- 


CapTAIN SINCLAIR: There is no in- 
tention, then, of interrupting the discus- 
sion on the Navy Estimates ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The discussion 
of the Navy Estimates will have to be 
interrupted, unless it comes to a natural 
termination. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): In regard 
to to-night’s business, if we get through 
the Food and Drugs Bill what other 
Bills will be taken before the motion of the 
hon. Member for Leominster, which has 





ment that the House shall not sit in the | been starred ? 

months of July and August. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is possible 
Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREA-' we may sit to so late an hour as to make 

SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manches- | it inconvenient to take to-night the starred 

ter, E.): The question that the hon. | motion of my hon. friend the Member for 

Gentleman asks is not anew one. It was | Leominster in reference to “the employ- 

discussed in the House in, I think, 1890, | ment of women overtime in washing 
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bottles.” I should certainly not pro- | of Burghal Parish Councillors, ordered to 
pose to take any controversial measures | be brought in by Mr. Edmund Robertson, 


if we are fortunate enough to finish | 
the Faod and Drugs Bill to- night. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) : Is it wet | 
the case that the starred motion is very | 


. | 
urgent and ought to be discussed at | 


once ¢ | 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the urgency is as great as that. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
DOCK 


MILLWALL BILL, 


Without Amendments. 
REDDITCH GAS BILL, 
BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL, 


With Amendments. 


Amendments to— 
BRIGHTON MARINE PALACE AND 
PIER BILL [Lords]. 
GLASGOW CORPORATION (GAS AND 


WATER BILL [Lords]. 
Without Amendment. | 
| 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend section one of the 
Poor Law Act, 1889, section four of The | 
Poor Law (Apprentices, &c.) Act, 1851, 
and section four of The Pauper Inmates 
Discharge and Regulation Act, 1871.” 
Poor Law Acts Amendment Bill | 

brows 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
amend the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1882, 
and the Law relating to Commons and 
Open Spaces.” [Commons and Open 
Spaces bill { Lords]. 

And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act | 
to amend the Law relating to Sea Fish- 
” [Sea Fisheries Bill [Lords]. 


eries.’ 


NEW 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 3). 


Bill to amend the Local Government 


BILLS. 


(Scotland) Act, 1894, as to the election | 


| LOCAL 


read the first time ; 


Sir Charles Cameron, Sir William Dunn, 
| and Sir John Leng. 


LAND DEDICATION. 


Bill to facilitate the Dedication of Land 
to the public enjoyment, ordered to be 


| brought in by Sir John Brunner, Mr, 


Bryce, Lord Balcarres, Mr. Lionel Holland, 


and Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Bill to make further provision for 
Education in England and Wales, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Alfred Hutton, 
Sir John Brunner, Mr. Lloyd-George, and 


_ Mr. Broadhurst. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACT 
AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Electric Lighting 

Act, 1882, ordered to be brought _ in by 

Sir John Dorington, Mr. Hobhouse, Lord 

Edmond Fitzmaurice, Sir William Houlds- 

worth, Colonel Lockwood, and Mr. 


Humphreys-Owen. 


(1882) 


GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 3) BILL. 

“To amend the Local Government 
(Scotland) Act, 1894, as to the election of 
Burghal Parish Councillors,” presented, 
and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 273.] 


LAND DEDICATION BILL. 


“To facilitate the Dedication of Land 
to the public enjoyment,” presented, and 
to be read a second 

next, and to be 


time upon Monday 


printed. [Bill 274.| 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


“To make further provision for Educa- 
tion in England and Wales,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 31st July, and 
to be printed. [Bill 275. | 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACT 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
“To amend the Electric Lighting Act, 
1882,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Tuesday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 276.] 


(1882) 
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SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS BILL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), further considered. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire,S. Molton): 


The Amendment I desire to move is one | 
approved by the Select Committee which | 
We sat for | 


sat so long on this subject. 
three years, held thirty-five sittings, and 
examined sixty-eight witnesses, and the 
effect of our Report was that margarine 
should not be coloured so as to resemble 
ordinary butter. We have no desire 
whatever to restrict the sale of margarine ; 
we only wish to put down fraud. We do 
not ask that it should be coloured blue, 
pink, or green ; we only say it should not 
be coloured so as to imitate butter. Yes- 
terday it was stated that margarine was a 
valuable article of food for the working 
classes. I am not prepared to dispute 
that. But I noticed that the statement 


came from hon. Members who admitted | 


that they had never tasted it. Is it not 
rather a dangerous argument to put for- 
ward that an article which they them- 
selves disdain to eat is a valuable article 
of food for those who earn their living by 
labour ? It is certainly one which would 
not go down with a working-class consti- 
tuency. Why should not the working 
classes be put in a position to know ex- 
actly what they are buying? We have 
been told that those who speak for the 
working classes have declared that they 


do not wish margarine to be sold 
in any other colour except that of 
butter. I dispute that entirely. I do 


not believe there is a single scrap of 
evidence of their desire that margarine 
should be coloured so as to imitate butter. 
The hon. Members for Morpeth and Bat- 
tersea, both working-class constituencies, 
have votedagainst margarine being madeto 
resemble butter in colour. What is this 
mixture? It is composed of beef and 
mutton fat (thirteen parts), cotton seed 
oil (four parts), and milk (three parts). The 
beef and mutton fat is sold at 2d. per lb. 
Ido not see why the working classes 
should be anxious to eat this fat mixed 
with cotton seed oil, which is an excellent 
cattle food. 
beef and mutton fat. 
is sometimes made with lard, and why 


should people of the Jewish persuasion | 


have their feelings outraged by having 
forced on them an article abhorrent to 
them, but disguised as butter. Further, 
the small retailer of genuine butter in 
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Tallow candles are made of | 
Again, the mixture | 
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| towns is put at a great disadvantage by 
_having to compete with the shopkeeper, 
_who unscrupulously sells as butter marga- 
rine which only costs 4d. or 6d. per lb. 
I am told that my motion amounts to an 
infringement of the principles of Free 
Trade, and the hon. Member for Dundee 
has declared that the Bill is founded on 
Protection. But I never knew that Free 
Trade meant Free Fraud, and it is fraud 
that I am anxious to put down. This 
Bill will necessitate the appointment of a 
very large number of inspectors, whereas 
my desire is to enable every purchaser to 
be his own inspector. When he pur- 
chases margarine, let him know that it is 
not butter. If it were such a valuable 
article of food, would not the manufac- 
turers endeavour to keep it as distinct as 
possible from genuine butter, whereas 
they imitate it as closely as possible 
in colour, they make it up in pats, and 
these pats bear the impress of a 
cow. When I pointed that out 
to one of the witnesses before the 
Select Committee, he replied that both 
the milk and the fat come from cows. 
Yes, but the milk comes from the living 
cow and the fat from the dead cow. Let 
margarine be labelled as dead cow’s fat if 
you like. The fact is that this mixture is 
in reality made to be sold as butter and 
not as margarine. Ido not believe that 
my proposal would destroy the trade in 
it, although it might somewhat reduce 
the price of the article. Holland is the 
home of the margarine trade, for out of 
899,000 ewt. of margarine imported into 
this country, 843,000 ewt. came from 
Holland. In connection with these figures 
it is significant to notice that the country 
from which the exports of butter have 
most largely increased is also Holland. I 
am convinced that a large amount of what 
purports to be butter, and comes from 
Holland, is really margarine. I have here 
the prospectus of a margarine company 
recently started in Holland, on the board 
of which it was desired that English 
Members of Parliament should serve, and 
I say that this is an attempt to induce 
hon. Members to countenance what is 
really a fraudulent trade. As to the 
colouring of butter, that has been much 
exaggerated. The secretary of the dairy 
section of the Bath and West of England 
| Show has assured me that no prizes are 
| given for butter artificially coloured. In 
‘any case, butter is never coloured to 
| imitate margarine. We know the opinion 
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of the Committee which examined into,;in order to imitate butter, and there- 
this very question— the Committee of | fore in order to make it effectual, one 
which the Secretary to the Local Govern- | must, so to speak, project himself into 


ment Board was chairman. 


THE SECRETARY tTo THE LOCAL | 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. | 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.) : I dissented. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Yes, 
beaten by eleven to five. 
by the Secretary 
cultural Union that the members of that 
body are pledged to a programme which 
includes the prevention of the colouring 
of margarine to imitate butter, and I am 
sure that if you allow this you will do it 
in opposition to the opinions of ninety- 
nine out of every hundred agriculturists, | 
There is a great desire to induce people to 
return to the land, but how can you 
expect them to do so if you will not allow 
them fair play when they seek to sell the 
produce of the land on the market? I 
do not want, I repeat, to infringe the 
principles of Free Trade, but I contend 
that it is our duty to give our farmers 
fair play, and I therefore hope that even 
at this the eleventh hour the Government 


I am informed 


but you were | 


to the National Agri- | 


| the mind of the manufacturer in order to 
| see if the colouring is not merely to make 
| the article attractive to the purchaser— 
for if that were the reason the Act would 
be inoperative—but in order to imitate 
| butter. That is perhaps only a technical 
objection, but it is one which makes this 
clause as framed absolutely ridiculous. [| 
wish the House to consider what it is, on 
| such very insufficient groun/ls, asked to 
|do. The hon. Member said that butter 
was coloured only to a small extent. I 
entirely disagree with that view, for 
everyone knows that the butter industry 
is largely local in its character, and that 
the colouring of butter is a general prac- 
tice. Neither is butter the only dairy 
product which is coloured. What does 
the hon. Member say with reference to 
cheese ? 


Mr. LAMBERT : 


imitate cheese. 


Margarine does not 


*Mr. LONG: 
that the colouring of 


gut the suggestion is 
one particular 


will consent to accept the clause which I article should be prohibited, and I am 


have placed on the Paper. 


New clause 


“Tt shall be unlawful to manufacture, sell, 
expose for sale, or import any margarine which 
is coloured so as to imitate or resemble butter, 
and every person who manufactures, sells, | 
exposes for sale, or imports any margarine so 
coloured shall be guilty of an offence under | 
the Margarine Act, 1887.” —(Mr. Lambert.) 


brought up and read the first time. 


Motion 
“That this clause be read a second time. 


made and Question proposed, 
” 


*THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD | 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): ‘The hon. Member 
has recommended this clause to the Com- 
mittee in a speech which, I think, contains 
views by no means new, and I have heard | 
nothing from him or from elsewhere | 


endeavouring to explain how it is im- 
possible to justify the prohibition by law 
|of a manufacturing practice which is 
allowed with regard to other dairy pro- 
| ducts. Certain kinds of cheese are made 
according to the fancy of the customer, 
and the cheese is coloured in the factory 





/not to imitate another cheese, but be- 


| purchaser. 


cause colouring is attractive to the 
In view of that, what  be- 
comes of the suggestion—endorsed, I 
notice by the right hon. Gentleman the 


_Member for Thanet—that the colouring 


which leads me to change the opinion I| 


1 


have formed, i hat the proposed change of 
the law embodied * _ clause is unjust 
and impolitic, and, if carried out, would 
not attain the object the hon. Member | 
has in view. Chis it should be borne in 


mind is not merely a clause to prohibit | 
colouring it is to prohibit colouring | 


Mr. Lain! iT. 


| 


is done for the mere purpose of imitation? 
I have inspected more samples of mar- 
garine than perhaps any other Member 
of this House, and the majority of samples 
have been coloured a kind of yellow. Is 
it suggested that the bulk of butter made 
in this country is yellow? On the con- 
trary I believe that the greater amount of 
| the ordinary butter consumed is white in 
colour. Iam wellaware that some of my 
hon. friends on this side of the House are 
in favour of this clause. I deeply regret 
it, and for the reason that in a matter of 
this kind it seems to me that some sec- 
tions of the agricultural interest decline to 
profit by experience. I have been long 
enough a Member of this House to re 
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member the controversies over the old 
malt duty. At that time the agricultural 
interest took practically the same line as 
they are adopting to-day in regard to this 
colouring question. When in 1880 Mr. 
Gladstone abolished the malt tax, what 
occurred ? 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): He put it on in other ways. 


*Mr. LONG: Yes, and does my right 
hon. friend think that the House is going 
to allow the colouring of margarine to 
be prohibited, and not at the same time 
prohibit the colouring of other dairy 
products? No, if you do it in one case, 
itis only just and right the prohibition 
should apply to other agricultural produce. 
We know what was the result of substi- 
tuting the free mash-tun for the Malt 
Tax ; it enabled many other articles to be 
used in the manufacture of beer, and I 
venture to assert that hon. Members now 
are running the same risk as they then 
ran. They are under a delusion if they 
fancy the prohibition will be confined to 
margarine. It isa great mistake to main- 
tain that this margarine is a conipetitor of 
mutter. There is no doubt that a great 
deal of margarine made in a particular 
way has been sold as butter. ‘The object 
of the Bill is to make this impossible in 
future ; but if this ridiculous clause is to 
he incorporated in the Bill, this kind of 
fraud will not be checked. The Amend- 
ment would indeed be fatal to the Bill, 
and the Government cannot 
because its effect would be to dislocate a 
very great trade which supplies a vast 
number of consumers in the country, and 
which produces a valuable article of food 
for the people. I have been told the 
working men of England desire that this 
prohibition should be made. I doubt 
whether the working men have realised 
what are the alternatives presented to 
them; but, even if they have, I should 
prefer to take the opinion of the house- 
wives first upon this question, and I am 
sure they would hold a very different 


opinion, for they know how desirable it is | 


to be able to obtain a cheap and whole- 
some article of food. I maintain that we 


ought not to interfere with the margarine | 


trade unless we are satisfied that by no 
other means can we put down fraud. Tam 
satisfied we can put it down hy this legis- 
lation, whereas the proposed clutise would 
not be workable at all. I earnestly ask 
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accept it, | 
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| agricultural Members not to take a step 
which would be prejudicial to their best 
interests, and fail in the object they have 
in view. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): The 
first question I ask myself in approaching 
the consideration of this question is, What 
is the object of the Bill? The reply is 
that it is to put down fraud. The next 
question is whether the provisions in the 
Bill as at present framed are sufficient to 
secure that end. I think that they are. 
Fraud has arisen from various causes, but 
| the main one has been the failure of the 

local authorities to put in force the 
existing law. Again, margarine mixtures 
have been made which have been sold in 
the place of butter at butter prices, and 
under this Bill the making of such 
mixtures is to be prohibited. That pro- 
vision will, I think, have a very beneficial 
effect. Further, the Bill provides that 
| where a man persistently commits fraud 
ihe will subject himself to very heavy 
_ penalties, and eventually find himself in 
prison. What would be the effect if the 
proposition of my hon. friend were 
carried? In the first place, it would . 
| interfere with a perfectly legitimate trade. 
'I do not say it would destroy it, but it 
would deal it a severe blow. The mar- 
| garine manufacturer, be it remembered, 
| is entitled to protection just as much as any 
other manufacturer. It is not the manufac- 
ture of the article which is complained of, 
it is the manner of its distribution, and I 
submit that this Bill is ample to puta 
| stop to the fraud which has been carried 
on in the past. As the right hon. Gentle- 
man has rightly said—if you prohibit 
colouring in one direction you must pro- 
hibit it all round. I wonder if the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Thanet is aware of the enormous 
number of food products which are 
coloured. I dare say he consumes 
many of them daily and raises no objec- 
tion. He himself yesterday spoke of ices 
being coloured; would he look at a 
strawberry ice if it were not of a straw- 
berry colour? It is admitted on all 
hands that butter and cheese are largely 
coloured, not with the idea of concealment, 
but in order to meet the demands of par- 
ticular markets. If you send to Man- 
chester a highly-coloured cheese they 
will not look at it. Tinned vegetables 
land fruits from France are artificially 
'coloured so as to make them resemble 


| 
| 
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the fresh vegetable ; maccaroni, tapioca, 
Demerara sugar, and many other articles 
of daily consumption are coloured. I 
have the greatest sympathy with, and 
respect for, the feelings of agriculturists 
on this question, but I say they are taking 
a wrong view on this particular point, 
and if once the principle for which they 
are contending is admitted, it will prove 
highly destructive to more than one 
industry. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (York, N. R., 
Thirsk): In my Division the farmer is 
the predominant partner, and I should 
not like, therefore, to record my. vote on 
this subject without explaining my reasons 


for it. I spoke at length on the, 
motion for the Second Reading. But 


what is the present position? We have | 


just had a very vigorous speech from 


my right hon. friend the President of the , 


Board of Agriculture, who has told us 
that if this clause is carried he is pre- 
pared to drop this Bill. 

*Mr. LONG: Hear, hear. 

Mr. GRANT LAWSON: That is a 
serious fact, and as agriculturists we must 
view the situation from that point of 
view. Weare in the position of the dog 
in the fable which lost the substance in 
trying to get the shadow. In this Bill 
we have something substantial, but if we 


grasp at the shadow we stand a good | 


chance of losing the substance. If, in 
order to secure the greater advantage 
offered by the clause of my hon. friend, 
we adopt a course which destroys the 
whole Bill, I think it will be a very un- 
wise proceeding. There 
-some confusion here between means and 
ends. 
fraud. The prohibition of colouring is 
only one means of stopping fraud. It 
may be the best, but on this occasion it 
is not the best, because if we insist on it 
we lose the whole Bill. There are other 
means of stopping fraud, such as an active 
and vigorous administration of the other 
clauses of this Bill. My right hon. friend, 
as every dog owner knows, is a very 


vigorous and able administrator of the | 


law, and when once he has started the 


department in the right direction we may | 


look for desirableresults. Forthesereasons 
I cannot support the clause. A sugges- 
tion has been made that it is embodied in 
the programme of the National Agricul- 


Mr. Kearley. 


seems to be, 


The end to be aimed at is to stop | 
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tural Union, to which many hon. Members 
pledged themselves at the last General 
Election. I have no such recollection. | 
think the item has since been added, and 
I would point out that if we pledged our- 
selves to the programme as it then existed, 
we did not bind ourselves to accept every- 
| thing that might subsequently be added 
|toit. Even if I had pledged myself to the 
| principle, under the altered circumstances 
| I should deem it my duty to vote against 
the clause rather than risk losing the 


whole Bill. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
|The hon. Member for South Molton sug- 
| gests that those who oppose this clause 
have not tasted margarine. I have my- 
self tasted margarine, and think it a most 
excellent food. I find it wholesome, 
nutritious, and, generally speaking, infi- 
nitely better than butter. I will not say 
better than the best butter, but you very 
seldom get the best butter, and good 
margarine is undoubtedly better than 
second-rate butter. My hon. friend seems 
to have margarine positively on the 
brain. He seems to imagine it is some 
horrible, noxious compound which is not 
| fit for human beings to eat. He said it 
consisted of fat, cotton seed oil, and milk. 
What objection has he to either of those 
| three wholesome ingredients? The truth 
is, that it does not depend upon what the 
compound was made of originally, but 
upon what it is in the end. Margarine 
is composed of the same ingredients as 
butter, less butterine. Butterine is so 
volatile that it disappears entirely when 
the weather is a little warm, and it has 
absolutely no taste; there is a slight 
smell and that is all. Beyond that there 
is not the slightest difference between 
margarine and butter. The fact is, we 
have improved upon the cow. At the 
present time the cow is almost a played- 
out animal as far as making butter is con- 
cerned. Does my hon. friend really 
imagine that when a cow eats grass that 
grass at once becomes milk, and that out 
of that milk you get butter? Not a bit 
of it. It passes through a process as in a 
factory. The grass becomes chyle, the 
chyle passes into the veins, in the 





veins is deposited a certain amount 
of fat, that fat passes through the 


lacteal glands, and you get milk ; out of 
the milk you take the fat and you get 
butter. In a factory you put the same 
_ingredients which produce the same effect, 
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you get precisely the same article. 
one case you get your stuff from the 
tissues of the animal, in the other you get 
it from the blood and the interior of the 
animal. My hon. friend alluded to that 
fact and said: “The difference between 
milk and other products is this : it is true 
that milk comes out of the cow, but it 
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with the exception of the butterine, and { told us what would happen. 
In | poor man with his three acres, we want 


| 
| 
| 
| 
' 
| 
| 
| 
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‘“ Here is a 


him to gethis three acres ”— undoubtedly ; ° 
“we want him to get his cow ”—undoubt- 
edly; “but unless you insist upon 
margarine not being coloured yellow, all 
our work and labour in getting this 
gentleman his three acres and a cow is 
useless, because he will not be able to sell 


does not come out of a dead cow, whereas | his produce at a profit.” The poor man 


the fat does come out of a dead cow.” 
What is the distinction? When milk 
ceases to appertain to the cow, it is, to all 
intents and purposes, just as dead as the 
fat out of a cow; and if my hon. 
friend is prepared to eat dead meat, such 
as beef or mutton, why should he not, 
even assuming that milk is dead, drink 
dead milk? My hon. friend’s Amend- 
ment is specially in regard to the colouring 
matter. He asked me if I had ever made 
butter. Ihave never made butter, but I 
have tasted both it and margarine, and I 
do know something about it. The pecu- 


naturally wishes to get his food as 
cheaply as possible. 1 have pointed out. 
that margarine, as far as taste and whole- 
someness are concerned, is just as good as 


butter. The poor man, if he is a wise 
poor man, buys margarine instead 
of butter, but he likes it better 


yellow than white. I do not know why, 
but he does—it appeals more to his eye. 
Why should my hon. friend deprive 
every poor man in the country of the 
pleasure which he derives when he 
spreads this compound upon his bread 
from seeing it is yellow instead of white ? 


liarity of the agricultural mind is that it | He says, “ In order that there may be no 
imagines that unless a man goes into a| fraud; in order that he should not buy 


field and keeps cows, he knows absolutely 
nothing about the matter. My hon. 
friendabsolutely questioned whether butter 
is coloured. I will tell him what is done, 
and then he can go back to Somerset and 
acquaint the agriculturists of the fact. I 
will take Yorkshire. In Yorkshire there 


is no such thing as_ yellow butter 
in winter. When the animal is 
fed with dry food the butter 


is absolutely white. I do not live in 
Yorkshire myself, but so as not to preju- 
dice my case, I yesterday asked an 


| 


| 
| 


'as butter. 


margarine when he fancies he is buying 
butter.” But I suspect the poor man 
knows perfectly well what he is buying. 
There is quite sufficient competition in the 
trade to prevent margarine being sold 
The poor man goes into a 
shop where margarine is openly sold ; he 


‘is not in any sort of way defrauded. 
| This special legislation in regard to 


margarine is an insidious attempt at pro- 


_ tection on the part of my hon. friend and 
| his supporters. 
| benefit is not the poor consumer, but his 


The person he wants to 


eminent agriculturist on the other side of | friend with the three acres and two or 


the House, who has a great many cows 
and farms, to tell me what happened in 
Yorkshire. He said to me, “I make an 
enormous lot of butter, which in winter is 
all white, and if I were to sell it in Leeds 
as white butter I should get twopence 
per pound less than if I sold it as yellow 
butter.” ‘What do you do?” I asked. 
“T put a few carrots or some saffron into 
the churn, and it comes out yellow butter, 
and sells at twopence per pound more than 
white butter.” It is perfectly absurd to tell 
us that there is any fraud on the part of the 
margarine people in colouring the pro- 
duct yellow, when the butter people them- 
selves do the same thing, and get twopence 
per pound for doing so. Then there was the 
argument about the poor man. I thought 
my hon. friend was going behind our old 
friend “Three acres and a cow.” He 
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| three cows. 


I daresay if margarine could 
be driven out of the field, that person 


| would to a certain extent benefit, and 
|for that reason my hon. friend has gone 
‘out of his way to abuse and to vilify this 
excellent and wholesome compound. 
| my part, I am for the poor man being able 


For 


to get an article precisely the same as 
butter, except that it comes out of a 
factory instead of out of a cow. He can 
get that for sixpence, whereas he would 
have to pay tenpence or one shilling for 
his butter, which means a saving to him 
of fourpence. It seems to be supposed 
that unless this clause passes, the Bill 
will be absolutely useless. The hon. 
Gentleman does not say so 





Mr. LAMBERT : I want to make it a 
better Bill. 


T 2 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE: He wants to | that, granted that was the case, you had 
heap impediment upon impediment ; he not to consider the working men them- 
wants to make it difficult for the trade | selves, but their wives. I did not quite 
of the country to be carried on because | grasp what he meant. Did he mean to 
he imagines he will make the Bill a better convey that the working man would be- 
one. I think the Bill has already gone a/ lieve he was getting butter, but that his 
little too far, but I am certainly not | wife went behind his back and purchased 
going to better it in the way here proposed. | margarine, which she put before her hus- 
I have risen mainly because I think it is, band as butter? If he did not intend to 
a pity that people should read in the | convey that, I do not see what force his 
Debates of this House the insinuations | argument has. My contention would be 
that they would be foolish, if their means | this: I entirely agree that you do not 
are not large, to buy margarine. I have | want to prevent the sale of a wholesome 
got neither a margarine factory nor a article of food, if it is altogether whole- 
single cow, so that I am entirely un- | some ; but if you prevent this particular 
prejudiced; I speak entirely for the substance being coloured so that it may 
consumers of towns, and I believe they | be taken for another article, you must of 
ought not to be told that margarine is a/| necessity bring down the price of that 
useless and bad article of food. | particular article to its natural level. My 

| opinion is, that by virtue of its fictitious 

*Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) : I would | colour the article has reached an artificial 
like to answer certain expressions which | price, and my contention is that that price 
fell from the right hon. Gentleman in| would fall at once if the article was sold 
charge of the Bill with regard to the’ in its natural colour. The interests of the 
Amendment. I do not approach the! wives of the working classes would un- 
question from the point of view of the | doubtedly be advantaged by the adoption 
agriculturalist only; I believe it is a) of this proposition. It has been assumed 
question in which the great body of con- | in the course of these Debates, that this 
sumers are interested as well. I sent a) particular product is altogether whole- 
letter to certain representatives of|some. Is that really the case? I am 
working men’s associations in the country, | anxious to have that proved, because I 
asking whether the members of that | have in my hand a Report of a Commis- 
particular society were in favour of giving | sion appointed by the French Senate 
effect to the recommendations of the! which was appointed to examine into a 
Select Committee on Food Products and | law containing the same provisions as 
Adulteration, to prevent margarine being | my hon. friend’s Amendment. This Report 
sold as butter, and to ensure it being sold | is extremely interesting, for it deals at 
as margarine, and that its colouring and | length with this particular point. I take 
its mixture with butter should be pro-| it that if margarine is produced under 
hibited. I had no reply taking exception | conditions which enable you to inspect it, 
to those proposals. I had replies from and to see that proper materials are used, 
thirteen associations in favour of the pro- | then you are entitled to say it isa whole- 
posals, representing altogether some | some article of food. I should like to ask 
302,638 working men. Those replies came | if the House is aware where the larger 
from different parts of the country— | portion of margarine comes from? The 
Glasgow, Derbyshire, Lancashire, London, | greater portion of it comes from Holland. 
Birmingham, and Nottingham — and|I believe that in 1896 there were 
from associations representing the | 773,991 ewts. of oleo-margarine imported 
mining interests, the Amalgamated | into Holland, while Holland exported 
Society of Railway Servants, shipwrights, | something like 100,000 cwts. over and 
compositors, boiler-makers, and aco-opera-| above that amount of the finished 
tive society, and some members of weaving | article, margarine, to this country. I 
societies. All these societies that replied | find that the United States in the same 
pronounced in favour of the recommenda- | year exported 922,116 ewts. of oleo-mar- 
tions of the Select Committee. That is|garine. Now, as Holland is the great 
to say, associations representing over| margarine manufacturing country, we 
300,000 working men have pronounced in | may take it that the greater portion of 
favour of the proposals which are em-| supply from the United States went 
bodied in the clause now before the House. | to Holland in that year; that it was 
I understand my right hon. friend to say| made up into margarine in Holland, 
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and then exported to this country. I 
would like to ask my right hon. friend if 
there is any inspection of margarine 
factories in Holland, and can he assure us 
that the article sent over here is 
thoroughly wholesome for the consumer. 
I would further ask whether there is any 
inspection of the oleo-margarine factories 
in the United States. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
appears to be now dealing with the whole 
question of the manufacture of margarine. 
The only question now before the House 
is the desirability of preventing it being 
-coloured. 


*Mr. YERBURGH: Might I be per- 
mitted to point out that the hon. 
Member for Northampton has _ laid 
great stress upon the fact that this was 
a very wholesome article of food, and that 
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*Mr. LONG: I have not the slightest 
desire to threaten the hon. Member, but 
what I said was that the Government 
decline to take the responsibility for such 
a proposal, 


*Mr. YERBURGH: As far as I have 
been able to ascertain the views of the 
working classes, they are in favour of 
such a clause. As regards the agricul- 
tural interest, which my right hon. friend 
so ably represents, and whose interest he 
has so thoroughly at heart, I wish to point 
out that the whole of the agricultural 
interest are in favour of this proposal ; 
| and, to go further afield, Belgium, France, 
}and Denmark have all adopted similar 
propositions. The only difference made 
| by Denmark—which is dependent upon 
‘its agriculture—is that they have 
adopted a varying scale of colour for 
margarine which enables 





by preventing the sale of this article we | you to colour your margarine up to a 


are injuring the working classes of this 
country ! 
that, in the opinion of the experts of 
another country, there are good grounds 
for believing that this article is produced 


I was endeavouring to show | 
| right hon. friend. 
| by Denmark, where it has been found to 
| be of the greatest service. 


certain point. This is a compromise 
which I offer for the consideration of my 


It has been adopted 


If the right 


under conditions which would make it | hon. Gentleman can see his way to accept 


-absolutely unfit for human food. 
y 


*Mr. SPEAKER: But that will hardly 
justify an inquiry upon this Amendment 
into the whole manufacture of the article. 


*Mr. YERBURGH: May I be allowed 
to state, in the first place, that a large 
portion of this margarine is produced 
under conditions over which we have no 


a compromise of that sort, I should be 
disposed to vote against this clause as 
presented at present ; but if the right 
hon. Gentleman cannot see his way to 
accept this compromise, I shall feel bound 
to support this clause. 


*Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I desire to allude to the re- 





;rence to a compromise. 


mark made by the last speaker in refe- 
I happened to 


control whatever ; and in the second place, | be the Chairman of the Select Committee 


as the expert authorities abroad have | when that evidence was given, and the 
shown, it is produced under conditions | impression I formed was that to adopt 
which interfere with its digestibility and | the scale in force in Denmark would land 





its nutritive properties. 


Therefore [ say | 


us in very serious difficulties. I cannot 


that there are good grounds for believing | congratulate the hon. Member upon the 


that this particular article of food, which 
is being accepted as most nutrititious and 
wholesome, ought to be regarded with 
the greatest suspicion. I do not say that 
this applies to its production in this 
country, because as produced in England 
it may be the most wholesome article 
possible ; but I think that a large portion 
of that which is produced abroad ought 
to be very carefully inspected. We are 
told that if we vote for this particular 
clause, we shall probably lose the Bill 
altogether. Ido not think that is a fair 
threat to hold over us. 





force of his argument, when he says that 
his view is supported by the working 
classes, because the societies he alludes to 
would represent some 300,000 persons. 
From this he draws the inference that 
7,000,000 working men are on his side. 


*Mr. YERBURGH: The working men 
Representatives in the House have spoken 
in favour of the clause. 


*Smr WALTER FOSTER: I believe 
some of them will have an opportunity 
of expressing their opinion during this 

2T 2 
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Debate. I feel pretty confident that the 
7,000,000 workmen in this country are 
not anxious that the sale of a cheap and 
wholesome article of food should be inter- 
fered with. The whole evidence that we 
had before the Select Committee in refer- 
ence to margarine was in favour of its 
wholesomeness, and we had not a single 
piece of evidence against the wholesome 
character of this product, made, as it is, 
under special precautions from selected 
fats of good animals. I believe it is a 
wholesome article of food. Being con- 
vinced of the wholesome character of the 
food, I should strongly deprecate any 
interference with its manufacture which 
would make it less pleasant to the eye. 
The man who eats margarine has just as 
much right to have it coloured as the man 
who eats butter, and it is, after all, only 
a question of fancy. In some parts of the 
country, such as Devonshire and Cam- 
bridgeshire, the butter produced there is 
of a deep rich colour, whilst in other parts 
of the country it is of a much paler 
colour. If you allow colouring for 
one kind of food, you have no right 
to limit it for another kind. I believe 
that if we attempt to interfere in any 
way with the production of this food we 
shall be doing a serious injury to the 
working classes, and we shall be trying 
to put back the clock of progress as re- 
gards the artificial production of food. If 
carried, I regard this Amendment as one 
which cuts at all artificial food production 
in this connection, and it is unworthy of 
the time in which we live. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: The hon. 
Gentleman has just argued that the con- 
sumption of margarine is perfectly legiti- 
mate in itself. This Amendment does 
not suggest any impediment in the way 
of the manufacture or consumption of 
margarine. What it does propose is that 
margarine should not be sold in such a 
form as to imitate butter. Nobody wants 
to place any check whatever upon colour- 
ing, so long as such colouring is not had 
recourse to for the purpose of deceiving 
purchasers. I have been reminded that 
strawberry ices would come within the 
meshes of the Amendment placed by the 
hon. Member for Dundee next on the 
Paper. If such ices are produced from 
ingredients other than that which is 
indicated, that would be a distinct fraud. 
The hon. Member for Devonport stated 
that Demerara sugar is coloured ; but 
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it is not sold as any other article 
than what it is. It is not coloured to 
represent any other article than Deme- 
rara sugar. If any other article is so 


coloured as to represent some- 
thing else, that is a fraud. Chicory 


is an article of food that has 
been similarly dealt with, and the pro- 
posal in this clause is to place marga- 
rine in the same category that chicory 
has for several years occupied, in order 
that the purchaser must not be led to 
think that he is buying something else. 
My right hon. friend the President of 
the Board of Agriculture has compared 
this to the Malt Tax. I will not go into 
that question now, though I may observe, 
in passing, that I was not one of those 
who were taken in by the abolition of the 
so-called Malt Tax. I said at the time it 
was a fraud on the public, because the tax 
was reimposed in a more objectionable 
form. I know there were others taken 
in, but I am glad to say I was not. 
My right hon. friend pointed to that tax 
as a case in point ; but is it any reason for 
rejecting this clause that Mr. Gladstone 
took in a certain number of people by 
transferring a tax from one pocket to 
another ? Then my right hon. friend says, 
“Oh, if you force this clause upon us, it 
stands to reason it will be carried still 
further.” I must remind my right hon. 
friend that the repeal of the Malt Tax was 
a fiscal question, but that is not the case 
at present. Nobody means to stop the 
colouring of articles simply with a view 
to interfering with the trade in them, but 
in order to prevent a false impression 
being created in the minds of purchasers. 
My right hon. friend talks about the 
feeling of the working classes in this 
matter. He passed by the hon. Members 
for Morpeth and Battersea, and the other 
hon. Members who spoke on behalf of 
large sections of the working classes, and 
more than that he passed by the working 
men themselves, and constituted himself 
the exponent of the views of the wife 
of the working man. I should like to 
know what credentials my right hon. 
friend has received to speak on behalf of 
the working women of England in this 
matter. Why does my right hon. friend 
imagine that domestic discord will 
follow if the clause is accepted? If the 
opinion of the wives of the working 
men of this country had been so pro- 
nounced as my right hon. friend appears to 
assume, without any authority, why have 








inte 

my 
Tha 
the 
man, 
hon. 
spea 
with 
oppo 
the 
belie 
for t 
of a 
stitut 


*N 
quan 
as mi 


will 
the 
ing 
or 0- 
s to 
ave: 





1193 =. Sale of Food 


we not heard of it long ago? The repre- 
sentatives in this House who speak on 
behalf of large sections of the working 
classes do not apprehend any such con- 


sequences as my right hon. friend repre- | 


sents would follow. He has told us very 
plainly—he did not say it at all in any dis- 
courteous manner, or in any sense offensive 
to our ideas of Parliamentary traditions— 
that if the House, by a majority, expressed 
a preference for the clause, the Govern- 
ment would drop the Bill. I venture to 
think my right hon. friend has spoken 
without having consulted his colleagues 
upon the issue raised. In saying that 
if the House of Commons displayed 
anything approximating to general ap- 
proval of this clause that the Government 
would drop the Bill, I think my right 
hon. friend has taken it upon himself to 
come toa decision as to what he would 
do under circumstances which have not 
arisen. But if such circumstances did 
arise, my right hon. friend would do 
nothing of the kind. Not a single argu- 
ment has been really brought forward 
against the principle of this clause. We 
have had adequate tributes to the 
virtues of margarine, and no one seriously 
questions the nutritious character of 
that remarkable commodity, but no 
argument has been addressed to us as 
to why a purchaser of margarine or of 
butter should not be clearly informed as 
to what he is buying ; and if any ingredient 
is coloured in such a way as to have the 
effect of concealing from a purchaser what 


that commodity is, the sooner Parliament! 7... 
| subject is quite true. 


interferes the better. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I have listened with 
interest to this Debate, and when I saw 
my right hon. friend the Member for 
Thanet rising, I immediately perceived 
the cloven hoof. I have been a great | 
many years in this House with my right | 
hon. friend, andI have seldom heard him | 
speak—I have always listened to him | 
with pleasure—except when he saw an | 
opportunity of getting in the thin end of | 
the wedge of protection. Does anyone 
believe that this proposal is made except | 
for the purpose of diminishing the supply | 
of a commodity which is used as a sub- | 
stitute for butter ? | 

*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: A large 
quantity of butter is imported as well | 
as margarine, and if I saw an opportunity | 
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' with reference to English butter of an 
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| of putting a duty upon both I would be 
_very glad to do it, but that has nothing 
' to do with this clause. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
| time is not quite ripe for that, and there- 
‘fore that is what I would call the thick 
(end of the wedge. My right hon. friend 
| Just now is concerned with the thin end 
|only. Can anyone honestly deny that 
ithe hope and expectation of those who 
| support this clause is that its effect will. 
| be to diminish the quantity of the article 
| sold instead of butter? The right hon. 
| Gentleman in charge of the Bill has made, 
'in my opinion, a very sound and a very 
| courageous speech. He has said—and it 
iis perfectly true—that if you forbid the 
‘colouring of one thing you must forbid 
| the colouring of all. As regards butter— 

yellow butter in the market seems the 
| natural product from a high class of cow ; 
| but the butter produced at various 
| seasons of year, and from an inferior class 
of cow, does not look like the superior 
article, and therefore it is a widely 
| extended and almost universal practice to 
|colour English butter up to the mark, 
| which represents it to be of a higher 
' quality than it really is, and it fetches a 
higher price in consequence. All modern 
manufacturers endeavour to make their 
products look something better than they 
really are, in order to obtain higher prices 
and larger profits. To suppose a demand of 
this kind can be made with regard to a 
What 
the right hon. Gentleman has said on the 
The hon. Member 
for East Northamptonshire is also per- 
fectly right with regard to the deliberate 
misrepresentation of margarine as being 
what it is not; but what does my right 
hon. friend the Member for Thanet say 


inferior quality being made to look like 
butter of a superior quality in order to 
fetch a higher price? This seems to me a 
proposal which in principle is absolutely 
wrong, and which, if it produced the 
effect it is expected to produce, would he 
an injustice. I shall certainly support 
the right hon. Gentleman. 

Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 
shire, W.): I desire to most strongly 
support the Government. In fact, I do 
not think it would be possible to strike a 
greater blow at British agriculture than 
by adopting this clause. You would be 
putting British agriculturists in the 
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position of saying, “We are engaged in 
very great competition with the margarine 
manutacturers, and we therefore appeal 
to this House to take a step which will 
have the effect of destroying an industry 
which is in opposition to us.” A blow of 
that sort would be one of the worst that 
could be delivered at British agriculture. 
I know there is a great amount of support 
for this clause in certain quarters. A few 
days ago I had an opportunity of talking 
with a large dairy farmer in the country. 
He told me he was very much in favour 
of this clause. He said “Oh, we have 
very great competition with the margarine 
manufacturers.” I, for one, as an agri- 
culturist—though I may not have as much 
knowledge as other hon. Gentlemen, yet 
my interest is as great—strongly support 
the Government in this matter, and I 
should like to congratulate the right hon. 
Gentleman on the stand he has taken. 


Sr THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 
West): A very important point was 
raised in regard to the colouring of mar- 
garine to represent butter, and that was 
that it enabled the manufacturers of that 
commodity to raise the price and palm it 
off as butter. The speech which made 
the greatest impression on me in oppo- 
sition to the Amendment was that of the 
hon. Member for Northampton, who 
came before the House of Commons as a 
brilliant example of the excellence of 
margarine. He said he had been fed on 
margarine of most excellent quality, and 
that he liked it very well. Of course, I 
cannot myself speak from experience, for 
1 do not know that I have ever eaten 
margarine ; but, considering the excellent 
effect it has had upon the hon. Member’s 
constitution, he must furnish a splendid 
advertisement for that article. The hon. 
Member for Northampton spoke of 
the colouring of butter by putting carrots 
into the churn, and I hope that the idea 
will not be lost on the butter makers of 
Ireland, as it struck me that it was a 
splendid one. Butter, no doubt, is arti- 
ficially coloured, but I object to the 
colouring of butter as much as to the 
colouring of margarine. In Ireland we 
find it is not necessary to colour the best 
butter; and we insist’ that this 
colouring of margarine to represent 
butter is not honest trading, but simply 
a proceeding to enable a fraud to be 
perpetrated on the public. Any measure 
which has for its object the securing of 

Mr, Vietor Cavendish. 
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good, pure food for the people of this 
country will have my support. We have 
been told that all the margarine that is 
made, or is likely to be made, would not 
compete with butter, and that therefore 
there is no reason why we should fight 
so hard in behalf of butter as against 
margarine. But in nine cases.out of ten 
margarine is sold as butter, and for that 
very reason I should have liked to see 
this Bill go even further than it does. 
We have been told that there are a great 
many other things, which are in daily 
use, that are coloured as well as marga- 
rine; and reference was made to tinned 
French vegetables. But my contention 


is that all articles which are coloured to. 


represent what they are not ought to be 
put down. We are not opposed to the 
manufacture of margarine, but to the 
selling of margarine as butter. The 
right hon. Gentleman in charge of the 
3111 says there is no reason why marga- 
rine should not be coloured. 
the manufacturers may colour it red, 
blue, or orange, so long as they do not 
colour it the colour of butter. 

AN Hon. Member: What is the 
colour of butter ? 


Sm THOMAS ESMONDE: 
butter is the colour of that Mace [point- 
ing to the Mace on the Table]. 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, N): Al- 
though I am going to vote against my 
right hon. friend in charge of the Bill on 
this point, I am quite sure that all the 
farmers are very thankful to him for 
having introduced it; and whether we 
carry this Amendment or not, I hope the 
Bill will ina short time become an Act 
of Parliament. The hon. Member for 
Northampton contrasted the various 
properties of butter and margarine. Tne 
farmers, no more than I do, wish to go 
into that. The farmers do not deny that 
margarine is a very wholesome diet, but 
they insist that margarine should be sold 
as margarine instead of as_ butter, 
and at double its real price. I hope 
hon. Gentlemen will recognise that in 
voting for this Amendment they are not 
voting to stop the sale of margarine, but 
only to stop the sale of margarine as 
butter. Some hon. Gentlemen drew 
attention to the colouring of cheese. I 
would remind the House that cheese is 


not coloured in order to represent some- 
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thing else. Gloucester cheese, for instance, | the preparation of margarine. Practically» 
is highly coloured in order that the cheese | therefore, the colouring of margarine to 
may be sold and known as Gloucester | imitate butter is prohibited in France, 


cheese. The colouring is a particular trade- 
mark, and therefore there is no fraud in 
the transaction at all. Dutch cheese is also 
coloured, but it is never sold as anything 
else than Dutch cheese. As I have said, 
these cheese colourings are trade marks. 
If we could only stop this fraud, it would 
not matter what colour margarine was. 
My right hon. friend has undertaken to 
stop the fraud. He has undertaken a 
very large task, and I hope he will succeed. 
But whether margarine is coloured or not, 
he is trying to stop it by methods quite 


different from those which are employed | 
‘and desirable 


in foreign countries. I never wish to hold 


up foreign countries for imitation, but I 


do say that nearly all the margarine is 
made abroad, and that there they take 
very good care not to allow it to be 
coloured to imitate butter. In France | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| n 
| 
>| 
| 


'to Protection. 


Belgium, Denmark, Italy, and Russia. 
That is all we desire to secure by this 
Amendment. I can only hope, in con- 
clusion, that this Bill will become law, and 
that the fraudulent dealing in margarine 
may be stopped. 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanark, N.E.): A 

great deal has been said by hon. Gentle- 
men as to protecting the interests of the 
working men. But I take it that if this 
new clause were added to the Bill, the 
working men might very well judge for 
themselves what is the most wholesome 
article of diet. Any 
attempt to restrict the sale of margarine 
would be looked upon as a distinet return 
They can themselves 


| judge whether they wish to buy pure 


butter or this article which has become 


under no circumstances may colouring | so popular, and which is not merely used 


What is | 


matter be added to margarine. 


by the working classes, but to a very 


that for? It isin order to stop fraud. But | considerable exte nt by those who do not 


as soon as it is exported to this country | 
margarine is coloured to imitate butter, 

and is sold as butter. I wish hon. Gen- 
tlemen would more often read the reports | 
of the cases which are brought before the 
police courts in London relating to the 
fraudulent sale of margarine as butter. 

I can assure them that every week there 


are cases, and sometimes a whole string | 
' Member who moved this new clause was 


of cases, where men are prosecuted for 
the fraudulent sale of margarine and 
heavily fined. 
men resort to the practice of fraud on 
such a large scale, that although they may 
be fined £20, they make more than five 
times that sum in a very short time, and 
are, therefore, easily able to pay. But 
let me go on to Belgium. A great deal 
of margarine is made in Belgium, but it 
must not be coloured except with such 


matters, and to such a_ degree, as 
may be authorised by the Minister 
of Agriculture. In Denmark  mar- 


garine must not be of a _ deeper 
colour than certain shades of yellow. In 
Italy colouring matter may not be added 
to make margarine resemble natural 
butter. In Russia margarine may not be 
coloured so as to give it the appearance 
of real butter. In Germany the colouring 
of margarine is not absolutely prohibited, 
but all margarine must contain not less 
than ten parts by weight of sesame oil to 
every 100 parts of fats and oils used in | 


| 


But I am told that these | 





‘like to be so described. Not merely 
inferior butter, but some of the very 
highest class butters have to be coloured 
in “order to make a market. Some of the 
very highest class butters in Scotland are 
highly ‘coloured, and that not because 
| they are in any sense improved by the 
‘colouring, but because they are more 
popular in the market. If the hon. 


willing to add to it a provision prohi- 
biting the colouring of all other articles 
of diet, one could understand the consis- 
tency of such a clause ; but so long as 
he attempts to deal with one class of food 
to the disadvantage of another, I think it 
is the duty of every Member, especially of 
those who seek to represent the masses of 
the community, to oppose this Amend- 
ment, 


CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) : I naturally approach this 
subject from the point of view of the agri- 
culturist, but I think experience has taught 
us that it is hardly possible to put the 
agricultural interest in a worse strait than 
by opposing it to any measure which 
would be for the benefit of the com- 
munity at large. I would strongly, there- 
fore, warn my brother agriculturists to 
consider whether they will be wise in 
taking up an attitude which practically 
‘pits the agricultural interest against the 
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interest of the masses. I feel convinced 
that at this moment the masses of the com- 
munity are in far more prosperous circum- 
stances than the agricultural community, 
and, other things being equal, I should have 
been very glad indeed to see my way to 
support the Amendment of the hon. 
Gentleman on the other side of the 
House. But it seems to me that hon. 
Gentlemen opposite who are arguing 
against the Amendment have lost sight 
ot one important point. 
structed by the agricultural community to 
make a crusade against the colouring of 
margarine, except in so far as it amounts 
to the fraudulent sale of that article. 
There is unquestionably a very strong 
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desire that the fraudulent sale of mar- | 


garine as butter should be stopped. The 
right hon. Gentleman who has framed 
this Bill undertakes to deal with the 
fraudulent part of this question. He 
thinks that, by the method he has in- 
troduced in this Bill, he will be able to 
check, restrain, and put an end to the 


fraudulent selling of margarine as 
butter. If that can be effected, surely 


our object is achieved. 
not achieved, then we shall stand upon 
very strong ground when we come and ask 


for the amendment of this’ Bill 
in the direction we desire. There- 
fore, although I am_ naturally _ pre- 


judiced in favour of this Amendment, 
I cannot but recognise that the argument 
is very strong against it, and I think 
that I shall best consult the interests of 
agriculture and of fair play, on which 
agriculture depends, by giving the Bill a 
chance as it stands, and not supporting 
the Amendment. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I should | 
like the House of Commons to look at | 
this question from the standpoint of those | 


who will be compelled to carry out the 
Act. I have given some little attention 
to this subject as a medical officer of 
health who carried out the old Act, and 
also from the scientific standpoint, and I 
want to point out the impossibility of 
this clause being any good whatever. My 
hon. friend probably knows the kind of 
butter he gets from Scotch farms—it is 
made from Ayrshire, shorthorn, and 
Channel Islands cows. The butter from 
the Ayrshire cow is almost pure white, 
and in Glasgow, where nine-tenths 


of the butter is Avrshire butter, the | 


We are not in- | 


If that object is | 
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best butter is sold as nearly white as pos- 
sible. Shorthorn butter is slightly yellow, 
and Channel Islands butter fairly yellow. 
Therefore, as far as these three great milk- 
producing cows are concerned, they all give 
you different standards of colour. What 
standard are you going to establish? Is 
there any regular colour for margarine ? 
No. There is scarcely a pint of milk in 
London which is not coloured, and if you 
got it uncoloured on your breakfast table 
/in the morning you would think some 
| mistake had been made, and that it was 
| of very poor quality. If you are going 
| to prevent uniformity of colour by pre- 
venting colouring, you must apply the 
| same process to butter, and you will pre- 
vent a great many classes of useful butter 
being sold. 





THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 

SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
|E.): I am the last man in the world to 
deny the importance of the question 
raised by the right hon. Gentleman, or the 
discussion it has given rise to, but I would 
venture to suggest tothe House, after the 
arguments we have listened to, that the 
| matter has now been thoroughly debated. 
So far as 1 am able to form an opinion, 
the great body of opinion is on the side 
'of the Government; and, under the cir- 
cumstances, I think, having regard to the 
interests of the business of the House, and 
the interests of all concerned in the 
|measure, we should now proceed to a 
| Division, if necessary, and that the House 
should show, ag it will, I believe, by a 
| large majority, that it supports the atti- 
| tude of my right hon. friend. 


Sm JOHN LENG (Dundee): [t 1s 
quite obvious that the House has become 
weary of this discussion, and I merely 
i desire to say, that though I have an 
| Amendment upon this point, as I am 
| desirous of seeing the Bill pass, I shall not 
| move it. 


| Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, S.): 
if . . . . 

| There is only one point which I wish to 
‘raise. I agree entirely with my right 
| hon. friend the Member for West Mon- 
/mouth, that we must not look upon 
| this measure as a Protectionist measure, 
| and, for my part, I have always looked at 
‘it from the point of view of the consumer. 
I also agree with my right hon. friend 


public have it absolutely white, and the | when he says he is against deliberate mis. 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 
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representation, and that we ought not to 
allow butter or dairy produce to be 


coloured to deceive the consumer, any , 


more than we ought to allow the colour- 
ing of margarine for the same purpose. 
The point I wish to call attention to is 
that representative farmers and others in 
Devonshire have declared, and I believe 
in public, that they do not use any colour- 
ing matter, and they are prepared to 
accept any prohibition which may be 
ordered. All we want is that margarine 
should be sold on its merits, and we are, 
in the West of England, prepared to sell 
ordinary produce on its merits. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Galway, N.): We 
have been asked why we support the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for South 
Molton, and it is perfectly evident that 
those who ask us have not read the 
evidence taken before the Committee up- 
stairs. That evidence, which was mostly 
with regard to adulteration and fraud, 
compelled the Committee to come to the 


conclusion that, so long as margarine was | 


allowed to look like butter, it would be im- 
possible to stop fraud. Professor Lawrence 
opposed the colouring of margarine because 
it gave the trader facilities to impose upon 
theconsumer by giving him an article which 
was not what it professed to be; whilst 


Mr. Hamilton said, if margarine was sold | 


as margarine it would command a large 
sale, and the prohibition against colouring 
the margarine would not have the effect 
of killing the trade at all. It would only 
prevent the retailer making an inordinate 
profit by the fraud he commits by palming 
it off as butter. It is for that reason that 
we shall vote for the Amendment if we 
are compelled to go to a Division. 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): It has been stated by the hon. 
Member for Chester that the overwhelm- 
ing bulk of the working classes are in 
favour of this Amendment. From the 
societies he mentioned, he evidently means 
organised labour. I would like to point out 
how very misleading the hon. Member’s 
remarks are. In the first place, the 
question submitted to these societies 
was of a kind which laid down 
as a premiss that it is wrong to force on 
a working man a fraudulent article. It 
then ingeniously led up to the conclusion 
that the only possible precaution to take 


was by way of an Amendment of this 
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kind. 


But other precautions are taken in 


this Bill, so the question put to these 


working men is of no value at all. The 
hon. Gentleman cannot tell us even 
whether this question was put at mass 
meetings, branch meetings, or executive 
meetings ; and even if it was put to all, 
there are only 300,000 men in_ these 
societies, and that is only one-fifth of 
organised labour. One point I wish to 
draw attention to is, the societies the hon. 
Gentleman addressed were the skilled 
workmen—they are not driven to buy 
margarine ; but there is a class whose 
views I desire to voice in this Debate, and 
that is the unskilled labourers, whose pre- 
carious employment only returns some 
13s. or 14s. a week. What will they say 
if their Parliamentary friends in this House 
tell them that their margarine can be 
painted grey, or drab, or black. Is it 
fair ? 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
FE.): Nobody suggested it. 


Mr. MADDISON: My hon. friend has 
only just come in, and I do not think he 
is omniscient. The alternative that you 
offer this class is, “ You can colour marga- 
rine any colour you like, except butter 
colour.” I wonder how hon. Gentlemen 
would like to sit down to bread with 
margarine painted green. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will maintain his 
position. I object to another portion of 
the Bill, but if this proposal were passed 
it would be a wrong act, not to the skilled 
artisans, but to the poorest of the poor. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie): There are two kinds of 
fraud which this Bill ought to stop. 
There isthe fraud of substituting marga- 
rine for butter—we all want to stop that ; 
and there is the worse fraud by which 
margarine is sold at about double its 
proper price. In the name of the class 
for whom the hon. Gentleman opposite 
professes to speak, I protest against that. 
Why is it desired to colour this sub- 


' stance? Because it makes it look more like 


The colouring makes it not 
more digestible or pleasant- 


butter. 
a whit 


‘flavoured, but if you prevent colouring, 


margarine will be sold at fourpence or 
fivepence instead of tenpence or a shilling 
per lb. as it sometimes is at present. 
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*Mr. CHANNING: I should not have 
taken part in this discussion but for the 
statements of my hon. friend the Member 


{COMMONS} 


| 


for the Brightside Division of Sheffield. | 


I think he is wrong in thinking that 
working men support his view. 
years ago I took part in a very important 
deputation to the President of the Local 
Government Board on this very question, 
« deputation organised by the Central 
Chamber of Agriculture. Prominent in 
the deputation were representatives of the 
whole of the great co-operative societies 
representing hundreds of thousands of 
working men, the movement with which 
my hon. friend claims some connection. I 
should like him to explain how it was that 
representatives of the great co-operative 


Some 


societies came and joined us in urging the | 


imperative necessity of dealing with 
these frauds, and dealing with them on 
the programme which included the provi- 
sion suggested in this present proposal. 
The hon. Member for Brightside has 
put his case for the support of the 
Government in resisting this Amendment 
on the one plain issue that the unskilled 
labourer will be deprived of a cheap and 
wholesome article. How can he establish 
that case unless he can show that mar- 
garine is sold all over the country under 
its own name and at its true value ! It is 
not sold at its true value except in a very 
few shops. I believe that three-fourths 
of the margarine in this country is sold 
as butter, and at butter prices. I have 
taken the trouble to go into the figures, 
with which I cannot now trespass on the 
time of the House, but I came to a de- 
cided conclusion it would not be rash to 
estimate that that means a fine, and a fine 
mainly imposed upon the very class 
for whom my hon. friend pleads, of 
£1,500,000 per annum. I should un- 
hesitatingly support the Amendment, 
because I believe we shall be protecting 
the pocket of the poorer classes by 
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against these frauds, the greatest instru- 
ment in the perpetration of which is un- 
doubtedly the colouring of margarine to 
resemble butter. I repudiate with scorn 
the suggestion that the article should be 
coloured some offensive hue. My own 
view is that very likely we shall arrive at 
some such result as obtains in Denmark, 
where they are allowed to colour their 
margarine to secure an attractive appear- 
ance, but are simply probibited from 
colouring it the same shade as butter. 
The right hon. Gentleman has appointed 
a Committee to inquire into this question 
of colouring, as well as the question of 
preservatives. I hope we may look for- 
ward to that Committee conducting an 
impartial and exhaustive inquiry into 
this question of colouring, into the pro- 


‘cedure adopted in other countries, and 


_are the protectionists ! 


| maintain this instrument 


into the whole of the legal aspects of 
that question, so that if the Government 
is against us today it may not 
be ultimately against some reasonable 
proposal in this direction. The ery of 
“Protection ” has been raised, but who 
It seems to me 
that they are those who are going to 
in the hands of 
the great fraudulent manufacturers andthe 
whole army of retailers who are de- 
moralised and debauched by those manu- 
facturers into committing this fraud, and 
are guaranteed as to fines and penalties 
by those who instigate these frauds. By 
rejecting this Amendment you are pro- 
tecting those capitalists who are levying 
an enormous blackmail upon the con- 
sumers of the country, and especially 
upon the poorer classes of consumers who 
cannot protect themselves, that is where 
protection really comes in under this Bill. 


Question put— 


The House divided :—Ayes, 68 ; Noes, 





securing the fullest possible precautions , 297. (Division List, No. 276.) 
AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bill, Charles 

Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allstoa 
Charrington, Spencer 





Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Crilly, Daniel 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Finch, George H. 





Flynn, James Christopher 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hobhouse, Henry 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
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Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. James(Kent) 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A(Qn’s.C.) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Leod, John 

Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molley, Bernard Charles 
Montagu, Sir 8.(Whitechapel) 
Moore, Arthur (Londonderry) 
Morrell, George Herbert 


Allan, William (Gateshead) | 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
drcbhate, Edward Mervyn 
Arrol, Sir William 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
sagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.( Maneli’r 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederick Gorell 
Barry, Rt. Hon. A. H.S.-(Hunts | 
tartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin | 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM.H.-( Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Beg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boseawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. Gibson( King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burt, Thomas 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron,SirCharles(Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) | 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A. (G?gow 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- | 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh 
Clarke,SirEdward (Plymouth) | 
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Morris, Samuel 

Muntz, Philip A. 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh. ) 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


NOES. 
Clough, Walter: Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Charles E. H. Athole | 
Colville, John 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes S. W. | 
Courtney, Rt. Hn. Leonard H. | 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge | 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar, Arthur 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorineton, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Drucker, A. 
Duckworth, James 
Dunn, Sir William 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(South’ton 
Evershed, Sydney 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fereusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man.) | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) | 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd | 
Gibbs, Hon. A.G.H.(C. ofLond. | 
Gilliat, John Saunders | 
| 


Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
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Tollemache, Henry James 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 

Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Lambert and Mr. 
Duncombe. 


Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, RtHnGJ(StGeorge’s) 


| Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gretton, John 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R.(Bow) 
Holland, Wm.H.(York,W.R.) 
Hozier, Hon, J. Henry Cecil 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnson-F erguson,JabezEdw. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex), 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt. HnSrU. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Kinloch, Sir J. George Smyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut-General 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lawson,Sir Wilfrid(Cumb’land 
Leighton, Stanley 

Leng, Sir John 

Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn- (Swan. } 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l> 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquis of 

Lough, Thomas 
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Lowe, Francis William 
.Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
-Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
“‘Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Ewan, William 

‘M‘Killop, James 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh. ) 
Morrison, Walter 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. 8. 
Palmer,GeorgeW m. (Reading) 
‘Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 

Perks, Robert William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,Sir G. A.(LanesSW 


Spicer, Albert: 





Stuart, James 


GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 


Haverfordwest) : When I first placed this | 
clause on the Paper I intended it to be a | 
substitute for Clause 19, but according | 
to the Rules of the House I find that my | 


clause must be dealt with first, and 
Clause 19 considered separately, but it 
would be almost impossible even to 
allude to this clause without pointing out 
that I proposed it instead of Clause 19. 
The whole of the Bill really hangs on 
‘Clause 19, because it is very little use lay- 
ing down what is wrong, and ought to be 


punished, unless we devise some means | 


of carrying the punishments into effect. 


There are two troubles that local authori- | 
lies have to contend with in this matter, | 


viz., the defence of the warranty itself, 
and, secondly, the postponement necessi- 
tated by the dismissal of the case owing 
to the defence of the warranty and the 
time-limit laid down by the Act of 1875, 
and perpetuated in this Bill. You really 
«cannot obtain a conviction against the 
warrantor within the time limit, and con- 
‘sequently this provision will be a dead 


{COMMONS} 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Shar 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Purvis, Robert 
Randell, David 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, J. 
tidley, Rt. HonSirMatthewW. | 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson | 
Robertson, Edm. (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W 
tutherford, John 
Samuel, Harry 8.(Limehouse) | 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) | 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | 
Sidebottom,T.Harrop(Stalybr. | 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair,Capt. John (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Spencer, Ernest 


. (Tyrone) 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) | 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur Sir 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
| Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr; 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, §S.) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-un.L.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, John C. (Notts.) 
Williams, J oseph Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, HenryJ. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, Jolin (Govan) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Woodall, William 

Woods, Samuel 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. §.- 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Young, Commander( Berks,E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES-- 
William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


(Durham, 8. E.) 


(Shoreditch) 


| letter unless we are able either to extend 
the time limit or to put aside the defence 
of a warranty. For that reason I put this 
clause on the Notice Paper. I fully 
believe the Bill is intended to be framed 
in the interests of the consumer, especially 
the poor consumer, but at the same time 
all men affected by it should have justice. 
It is a very extreme case that a man 
giving a warranty for, say, a ten-gallon 
can of milk should be responsible for that 
milk when it is distributed in half-pint 
cans and taken out into the street. Yet 
so it is under the present arrangement. 
Therefore, I propose that only until the 
bulk is broken should the warranty be 
binding. In regard to the possibility 
| of dealing with the warrantor, our experi- 
ence is that it takes fourteen days to 
_ bring an original defendant into a police 
court; then he pleads a warranty, and 
| you have to begin again against the 
| warrantor at a distance. Twenty-eight 
‘days pass, and the proceedings fall 
‘through. Is it fair to charge local 
authorities with not doing their duty when 
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you do not give them time enough to dis-{ Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
charge the duty you ask them to do? If | District) : I should like to have a more 
Clause 19 is left as at present, you might | explicit statement as to what will be the 
as well throw the Bill into the fire, and} purport of the Amendment which the 


therefore I beg to move this clause. Government is going to propose on 
Clause 19. At present, if the defendant 
New clause— | can prove that there was a warranty in 


| writing, and that he sold the article in 
“(1) A warranty shall only be accepted as a | the same state in which it was received, 
defence —_— = i gm and lal that is held to be an answer to the primé 
in cases where the package has remained in- |... : ; ‘ont grees 
tact, and bulk has not been broken. | Jae ae = made out by the Crow n against 
i ‘ ais : ; i him. Clause 19 says that an invoice shall 
“(2) Where there is intention on the part of | a iat a delice ae 
the person proceeded against to rely upon a | Mave the same etlect as a warranty under 
warranty as a defence, the person so proceeded | the Act of 1875, and I agree with the 
against shall forthwith, on receipt . summons, | right hon. Gentleman that the clause 
at once give written notice to the court in requires amending. 
which proceedings are taken that he holds a | 1 5 
warranty, and giving the name and address of sot oy eo 
the person from whom he received it, uch | *Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
— being a resident in the United | will be out of order in discussing that 


Kingdom, and that he has sent notice of his | matter now. The question before the- 
intention to such person, and the court shall 


thereupon at once associate the name of the 
giver of such warranty as one of the defend- 
ants in the ease, and proceedings shall be con- 
tinued with such adjournments as the court! Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: This clause 
ay 2e BCessary r the ¢ 2 2arINne O v] a . ° ° 
cme 7 ftanaril i} urie.) on the Paper is being moved in lieu of 
Clause 19, and I have no objection to the 
withdrawal of the clause if we have some 
explicit statement. 


House is whether this clause shall be read: 
a second time. 


brought up and read the first time. 





Question proposed, ‘That the clause | 
he now read a second time.” 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
ton): I understand that the hon. Mem- 
ber has withdrawn or proposes to with- 

*Mr. LONG : This clause would practi- | draw this clause upon the understanding 
cally reverse the law in regard to the | Which has been given by the right hon. 
warranty, and is directly opposed to the | Gentleman the President of the Board of 
Amendment made in the Committee up-| Agriculture. The point I wish to call 
stairs. There is an inconvenience in dis- | attention to is that this clause is a very 
cussing the question in this form, and I | serious alteration of the existing law, and 
hope my hon. friend will consent to | it would bea very serious matter, because 
withdraw his new clause, and reserve any | it says that the warranty must remain as 
opinions he may have to express for the , long as the package remains intact. That 
consideration of Clause 19. I hope then Would be very awkward in the case of 
to be able to move an Amendment carry-| any articles in the sale of which the 
ing out the views expressed last night— | retailer would not be protected at all. I 
viz., that the difficulty with regard to the should like some assurance from the 
defence of the warranty is a very real| President of the Board of Agriculture 
one. it would be impossible to read a | that his Amendment is not going to take 
second time a clause which is diametri-| the form of this clause. 
cally opposed to the spirit and intention * 
of Res 19, and for a reason I have| _*Mr. LONG : I endeavoured to say as 
given I hope the hon. Member will with- | plainly as — I could that the new clause 
draw it. proposed is one which we could in no 

sense accept. My hon. and gallant friend 
_ referred to certain difficulties in regard to 

GenerAL LAURIE: Under the cir-| prosecutions; that is to say, where adul- 
cumstances, with the assurance given by | teration has been proved and the liability 
the right hon. Gentleman, I think it will | has been shifted from the shoulders of the 
best. serve the interests of the House if I | first person summoned to somebody else 
at once ask leave to withdraw my Amend- | from whom a warranty is produced. We 
ment, | hope to put into Clause 19 some Amend- 
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‘ments which will remove that difficulty, 
‘but of course it will not proceed in the 
reverse direction which my hon. and 
gallant friend has indicated. 


Motion and clause, by leave, with- 
7 
drawn. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Amendment 
‘standing on the Paper in the name of the 
hon. Member for South Somerset is out. of 
order. 


Mr. STRACHEY: Upon a point of 
-order, I desire to point out that it is not a 
question of colouring margarine, but 
skimmed milk. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
is going to take a different line of argu- 
ment to that which has been already 
taken in discussing the colouring of mar- 
garine, he will be in order. 


Mr. STRACHEY: I do desire to 
argue this from a totally different point 
of view. This is simply a question be- 
tween the public and the dairy producers, 
or the men who sell dairy produce. 
What I am anxious to do is to prevent 
either the farmer or the retailer of milk, 
cream, condensed, separated, or skimmed 
milk, from imposing upon the public. 
We have seen a most deplorable state of 
things in reference to young children fed 
upon separated milk or skimmed milk 
without knowing that it has been coloured 
in such a way that it represents genuine 
milk. There was some very important 
evidence given on behalf of the Camber- 
well Vestry upon this point. The medical 
officer there said he attributed 40 per 
cent. of the deaths of infants in the 
Camberwell district to the use of this 
separated milk, which he said was only 
giving the children chalk and water. It 
is not only a fraud, but it causes injury 
and death, and 40 per cent. is a very 
large percentage. Besides this, the public 
are deceived. I do not believe that 
mothers would purchase this milk if they 
were not deceived by the colour of it, for 
it looks as if it was the very best milk, 
because there is no statement upon the 
tins to show what it is. I think milk 
ought to be sold entirely upon its merits 
without the addition of any colouring 
matter whatever. It is perfectly ridicu- 
lous to see how milk is coloured in the 
winter time, when we know that it is 


Mr. Long. 


{COMMONS} 
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impossible to have such a high colour 
without colouring. I know the right hon, 
Gentleman does not agree with me on 
this point, for he thinks his Bill is quite 
perfect on this matter. I am quite ready 
to admit that the right hon. Gentleman 
has conducted these proceedings both in 
Committee and in this House in a most 
able manner, and if this Bill had not been 
in charge of a gentleman so cognisant 
with agricultural matters he would have 
had great difficulty in piloting this Bill, 
and in giving his agricultural friends any 
benefit. I beg to move. : 


New clause— 


“Tt shall be unlawful to sell or import any 
milk, cream, condensed, separated, or skimmed 
milk, to which any colouring matter has been 
added.”— (Mr. Strachey.) 


brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a_ second 
time.” 


*Mr. LONG : I think the point of my 
hon. friend is that this milk is consumed 
by children, and that it is very injurious 
to their health and strength. I am afraid 
there is no doubt that there isa certain 
amount of consumption of skimmed and 
separated milk by the children of the 
poorer classes, which is very much con- 
trary to what one would wish, but to 


| deal with a difficulty of this kind in a 
| manner like this is a suggestion which I 





think the House will not seriously enter- 
tain. I do not know that colouring gives 
milk any special advantage, but if you 
want to deal with this question a very 
different method will be required to that 
which is now proposed. I think the 
House will require stronger evidence as 
to the effects of a prohibition of this kind 
before it can accept the Amendment of 
my hon. friend opposite. 


Dr. CLARK: I think if my hon 
friend had limited his proposal to skim” 
med or condensed milk something might 
be said for it, but the clause is for all milk 
and all cream, and you will be striking 
such a terrible blow at the dairy trade 
that you will be practically making a 
crime of it. I agree with what has been 
said with regard to condensed milk, and 
I think it is absolutely necessary that 
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something further should be done. But 
surely you do not expect that we are 
going to make this revolutionary change 
inour system. If the colouring had done 
any harm then I could understand it, but 
simply because a certain taste in colour is 
at present popular, are you going to make 
it a crime? The result of the use of 
some of this condensed milk shows a 
terrible mortality, but that ought not to 
affect ordinary milk and cream. 


Mr. ARTHUR J. MOORE (London- | 
derry): I cannot understand why there | 
is such a desire on the part of those on | 
this side of the House to protect every | 
sort of fraud. What is the use of having 
this coloured milk forced upon the chil- 
dren? Do hon. Members not know that | 
the very colouring matter which is put | 
into the milk causes children to get thin- | 
nerand thinner? It is a great pity that | 
we have not got a Government in office | 
which is not afraid to tackle this question | 
and also to tackle the margarine question | 
by insisting that the working classes shall | 
have value for their money. I support | 
my hon. friend because the more colour- | 
ing matter you put in the less milk you 
will get. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): It 
seems to me that this proposal is being 
contested upon grounds entirely different 
to those raised in considering the 
last clause, which was obviously an 
endeavour on the part of the agricul- 
tural interest, if not to destroy, to impede 
and hamper the trade. They coolly state 
that colouring the margarine injures its 
quality or prevents people from knowing 
it. Itis, however, an entirely different 
matter when one comes to condensed milk. 
In this case it is the parent who is de- 
ceived into buying something which is in- 
tended for the benefit of the child, and 
the parent ought to be protected. The 
right hon. Gentleman has said that this 
clause is too wide in its application, but 
I think there is no difficulty in cutting 
down the clause so as to make it applic- 
able only to condensed or separated milk. 
My right hon. friend asks us to reject that 
which he appears to admit is a beneficial 
clause. Why on earth should not con- 
densed milk be sold in its original con- 
dition, so that every parent shall know by 
its appearance whether it is pure or not 4 
There is no reason why any special favour 
should be shown to persons who put 
adulterated matter into milk for the pur- 
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pose of deceiving the purchaser. I 
certainly do not think that the person 
who adulterates condensed milk with 


| colouring matter should be allowed to go 


scot free. The colouring of milk deceives 
the parents and involves suffering upon 
the children who are fed upon it, and 
there is no reason why any of the dairy- 
men who colour their milk should be pro- 


tected. If it is true that the colouring of 
milk is .a universal habit, then the 


legislature cannot interfere too soon to 
stop it. 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Here- 
ford): I desire to point out that we are 
dealing now with a totally different 
case from the colouring of margarine. 
The object of colouring margarine is to 
make it resemble butter, but nobody 
wants to buy milk which has been made 
to resemble water, or something else from 
which every good quality has been ex- 
tracted. Margarine is a more or less 
wholesome product, but nobody can say 
that bad, weak, and injurious milk 
coloured to represent good milk is a good 
thing for anybody. In these circum- 
stances, I think my right hon. friend 
ought to see that there is a considerable 
difference between the cases we have just 
been considering, and I shall vote for the 
Amendment of my hon. friend opposite. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER : I should like 
to say a word or two with reference to this 
Amendment. I think the hon. Member 
is perfectly justified in bringing this 
question before the House, but I think 
the position is a good deal altered with 
reference to this milk by the first clause 
of the Bill. No doubt a gross fraud is 
being perpetrated on the public, and 
thousands of children are practically 
starved to death by being fed on con- 
densed separated milk which is im- 
ported. This milk is bought by parents 
as good food for the little ones, with the 
result that the infants risk starvation. 
That isa very grave condition of affairs 
and ought to be stopped. I think, how- 
ever, it will be stopped by the fact that 
the first clause insists upon this milk being 
labelled as “separated” or “skimmed” 
milk, and that will be a warning to the 
parents. This separated milk is made to 
resemble pure milk by the addition of 
colouring matter, and this is not only 
perpetrating a fraud upon the public, but 
it is also injuring very seriously the 
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health of the children. It is possible we 
may be able to amend the first clause so 


as to meet this difficulty, and there is, | 


moreover, a Departmental Committee sit- 
ting on this very question. 


{COMMONS} 


| question of colouring has nothing to do 


I am entirely | 
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| with this matter, and I think other pro- 
visions should be made in this Bill to 
ensure that the nutritious qualities are 
not extracted from the milk. 


with the hon. Member as far as his object , 


is concerned, but I think at the present | 


time it would be unwise to press the 
clause which he has moved. 


Mr. 
worth) : My opinion is that if a man sells 
skimmed milk to represent new milk or 
eream he should be treated as a rogue. 


You prosecute a man for introducing | 


water into milk, which is not half so 
injurious as this colouring matter. For 
my own part I entertain a very strong 
opinion on this matter, for I think the 
colouring of milk is a gross fraud. I had 


no idea that this fraud was being perpe- | 
trated in the country, and I venture to , 


say that the Government ought to take 
the strongest steps possible to prevent the 
injury which is being done. If the hon. 
Member goes to a Division with his 
Amendment I shall certainly support 
him, but I do hope the right hon. Gen- 
sleman will do something to put an end to 
something which is now doing a very 
serious injury. 


Captain SINCLAIR § (Forfarshire) : 
No doubt it may be perfectly true to say 
that the colouring matter in milk is in- 
jurious to health, but this is one of the 
points which have been reserved for the 
consideration of the Committee which is 
now considering the whole question. In 
reference to milk, I think the effects of 
colouring have been exaggerated, for 
the real injury which is done to the 
children does not he in the fact 
that the milk is coloured, but is 
due to the fact that the nutritious sub- 
stances have been taken out of it. That 
is an entirely different matter to the 
point of colour. I myself have the 
strongest feeling that everything should 
he done to prevent parents being misled 
as to the nutritious quality of the milk 
which they purchase. It is well known 
that there are an enormous number of 
penny tins of condensed milk sold, and 
they are purchased by the working 
classes; and, of course, it is the duty of 
the Government to do what they can to 
prevent fraud in this respect. I would 
respectfully submit to the House that the 


Sir W. Foster. 


MUNTZ (Warwickshire, Tam- | 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 


|gomery): This colouring matter in 
'milk is attended with very serious 


| consequences, because it deludes the pur- 
chaser into believing that the milk which 
he or she is purchasing is of good quality, 
when it is as a matter of fact im- 
poverished. It seems to me that this is 
an Amendment which ought to be ac- 
cepted by the Government. My hon. 
friend suggested that milk in Wales is a 
light colour. That does not coincide 
with my own experience, which is that 
milk in Wales is like milk elsewhere. 
The colour depends on the time of the 
year and the nature of the vegetation 
more than anything else. What we ask 
for is that dealers should be compelled to 
sell milk as it is, not as they would wish 
people to believe it is. I shall be glad to 
support my hon. friend’s Amendment. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): As I 
understand it, the object of this Bill is to 
prevent fraud. There is no doubt what- 
ever that there is a process by which 
inferior milk is made to look like good 
milk. That comes very suspiciously near 
fraud. It does seem to me to be an adul- 
teration of milk, and it is essential in 
great cities that nothing should be done 
to milk to give it a fictitious quality. I 
cannot quite understand why, if we are 
going as far as this Bill goes now, we 
should be afraid to go further, and pro- 
tect the consumers of milk in our great 
cities. 


THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir RB. 
B. Frxuay, Inverness Burghs): I think 
the attention of the House ought to be 
called to the existing law on the subject. 
Section 6 of the Act of 1875 provides 
that any person who sells prejudicially 
to a purchaser any article of food not as 
substantially described is liable to a pen- 

‘alty of £20. Accordingly, as far as 
condensed milk is concerned, the man who 
sells it for good milk is liable to a penalty 
under that Act. Section 9 of the same 

| Act provides that no person can sell any 
| article of food from which such a_ part of 
| it has been abstracted as to render it in- 
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jurious, under a penalty not exceeding 
£20. That section applies to persons 
selling milk after a valuable part of it 
has been abstracted. The Amendment is 
to prevent the addition of colouring 
matter to milk or to condensed or sepa- 
ated milk. No one pretends that in the 
case of condensed or separated milk the 
addition of colouring matter does any 
harm. The harm is done by the fraud 
perpetrated in selling poor milk as if it 
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' very ignorant, and does not know the provi- 
sions of the law or how to enforce it. 
This Amendment, however, goes further 
than the House is likely to go, and I 
think that the first clause of this Bill pro- 
poses a new remedy which is more likely 
to be efficacious for the protection of the 
humbler classes than the existing law, and 
we might await its operation before we 
attempt any alteration of the law on the 
general subject of colouring. 


were good milk, and that is already pro- | 


vided against. With regard to the pro- 
posal to penalise the addition of colouring 
matter, I would really suggest to the 


House that inasmuch as it has already , 


decided by a large majority not to inter- 
fere with colouring matter in the case of 
margarine it would be a very questionable 
step if we were now to proceed to pena- 
lise colouring matter in the case of milk. 
The strongest argument, to my mind, 
against legislation in such a matter is 
that we should be only touching one part 
of a large subject. We cannot pick out 
one particular article and leave all the 
others alone. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, §8.): The 
answer to the Solicitor-General appears to 
me to be that confessedly the existing 
law has failed. 
testified this evening that a great quantity 
of milk which is not nutritious is sold in 
defiance of the Act of 1875. That is 
because the class to which it is sold is 


CapTAIN NORTON (Newington, W.): 
We have been given to understand that 
the object of this Bill is to protect the 
public generally from having certain 
articles of food palmed off on them as of 
a certain quality whereas they are not of 
that quality. By adding colouring to 
milk the public are distinctly defrauded, 
because they are led to believe they are 
buying milk which is of a better quality 
than it is. A large number of persons 
who purchase milk, more especially in 
London, are ignorant of what good milk 
really is, and it is rarely that poor people 
/in London are able to buy such milk. The 
‘dealers, by colouring poor quality milk, 
lead parents to believe that they are 
giving their children milk of first-class 
quality. 


It has been abundantly | 


Question put. 


The 
Noes, 238. 


House divided: — Ayes, 57; 
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Sale of Fool. 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


Mr. STRACHEY: The Government 
not being ready to protect temperance 
‘drinks, perhaps they may be able to pro- 
tect an alcoholic drink, although it is of a 
very mild character. At the present 
moment a very large amount of cider is 
produced in this country which is not 
made from the juice of the apple. In- 
gredients of a thoroughly bogus character 
are used, and it is in the interests of the 
public that only cider made from the 
juice of the apple should be allowed to 
be sold. 
and I agree that all perry should be made 
from the juice of the pear. Manufac- 
turers are so clever nowadays that they 
are able to produce cider and perry from 
other articles altogether. I beg to move 
the clause with the addition of the words 
“or perry ” after “cider,” and the words, 


” 


“or pears ” after ‘ apples.” 


New clause— 


“Tt shall be unlawful to sell or import for 


‘sale any liquid under the name of cider or 


perry, unless the same be made from the juice 
of apples or pears only.” —(V/r. Strachey.) 


brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the clause be read a_ second 
time.” 
Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE: I have 


great pleasure in supporting the new 
clause proposed by the hon. Gentleman, 
especially as he has moved it in the form 
in which my clause appears on the Paper. 
Ciler and perry are most wholesome _pro- 
ducts, and much better than many foreign 
wines. The reason why we desire that 
these liquors should be mentioned in this 
Lill is that since the trade in them has in- 
creased, as it has very considerably within 
the last few years, it has been found 
profitable by some persons to produce 
liquors which they call cider and perry, 
but which do not contain a single in- 
gredient belonging to apples or pears. 
About a hundred years, ago or rather less, 
the demand for cider and perry was very 
considerable in Devonshire, 
shire, Gloucestershire, and 
shire. The trade fell away in conse- 
of the malpractices of those 
$t 2 
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Young, Commander(Berks, E. ) | TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) | 

Yoxall, James Henry 


I am quite ready to add perry, | 


|adulterated things they drink. 
another label marked “ Puris Champagne 


Worcester- | 
Hereford- | 
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William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


engaged in it, who adulterated it after 
a fashion of their own, though not so 
astutely as the manner now adopted. 
Since the trade has revived persons have 
endeavoured to manufacture so-called 
cider. I have several specimens of labels 
taken from so-called cider now on the 


market. One label is marked ‘ Cham- 
pagne Cider, Superior Quality.” I 


had a bottle of that liquor analysed 
by a gentleman who holds the position of 
county analyst in my neighbourhood. He 
reported to the effect that there was not 
a trace of apple juice in it, but that a cer- 
tain flavour of fruit given to it was pro- 
duced by a drug which I am informed has 
a very deleterious effect on the heart. | 
notice that people drop off very often 
from failure of the heart’s action, and I 
am inclined to think it is because of the 
I have 


Cider, Protected by Registration ; Highest 
Awards, London, Newcastle, 1887.” The 
analyst also examined that champagne 
cider and reported that it had never seen 
an apple and that it was flavoured with 
acid, sugar, and honey. It is quite clear 
that a great many people are injured by 
this system of adulteration. The con- 
sumers themselves are injured in their 
health, whereas if they drank the genuine 
article it would benefit them. They also 
get an extremely erroneous idea as to 
what good cider and perry ought to be, 
and if one gave them a glass of the 
genuine article they would declare it was 
not cider at all. ‘That is injurious to the 
producer and gives a false impression of 
what cider really is. For these reasons | 
beg to support the new clause, and to ex- 
press the hope that the Government. will 
look with increasing interest on this great 
and growing industry. In te South- 
Western and Midland Counties and alse 
in Kent and Norfolk it is becoming a great 
industry. It is, so faras I know, the onlv 
agricultural interest now left in this 
country which is capable of indefinite 
expansion, and I hope it will be protected 
in a legitimate way. 


*\MIr. LONG: We are all anxious that 
every reasonable facility should be given 
for the manufacture and sale of cider and 
perry. I beg to point out to the hon. 
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Member for South Somerset and the hon. | sumption. The use of preservatives is 
Member for Hereford that they hardly | being regulated entirely in the interests 
realise the full extent to which the | of those who manufacture or dispose of 
clause asked the House to go: | these food products, not in any sense in a 
“ Tt shall be unlawful to sell, or import for | Stes ene. Xae gueeon. bas 
sale, any liquid under the name of cider or | been Tepeatedly brought before the 
perry, unless the same be made from the juice attention of the public through great 
of pears and apples only.” | scientific gatherings. A very important 
‘inquiry was undertaken by the Lancet 
in 1897. The special Sanitary Commis- 
sion on this question initiated by the 
Lancet not only demonstrated the ex- 
| tensive use of boracic acid and salicylic 
acid, formalin, and other antiseptics, but 
also elicited most important opinions 
‘from the leading medical experts of the 
day. And the opinion of the medical 
authorities is uniformly in favour of some 
such clause as I propose. Sir Henry 
Thompson expressed the strongest objec- 
tion to the dietetic use of any drugs 
whatsoever. Dr. Ailen said that what- 
ever antiseptic may be used, if it is strong 
enough to preserve by checking various 
processes of decomposition brought about 
by bacteria, would also be strong enough to 
check the digestive processes which were 
subject helped by beneficial organisms. Dr. Sims 
‘ Woodhead, another great authority, spoke 

very strongly as to the danger of the use 
of antiseptics, especially as regards the 
digestibility of food, and he thought that 
*Mr. CHANNING: The clause I have | until the scientific aspect of the restriction 
put on the Paper raises, not the question of the use of preservatives in food pro- 
of fraud, but a question of great import- ducts had been thoroughly worked out, 
ance, the question of public health. It is | “it should certainly be made illegal to 
notorious to all who have gone into use them.” At the Congress of Sanitary 
this subject that the use of anti- Science and Preventive Medicine held in 
septics and preservatives, in order to Birmingham, in 1898, the President, Dr. 
enable food to be kept for a time, Alfred Hill, in an exhaustive address on 
much longer than its nature permits, has | this subject, said that by the manner in 
grown to enormous proportions within which milk and cream and many other 
the last few years. The ordinary pro- articles of food are being doctored in 
cesses of preservation by heat and by this way, consumers are being subjected 
cold, which are perfectly innocuous and | to experiments on their constitutions by 
safe, are practically being neglected in a | those who have no knowledge of the matter 
great many cases, and drugs are being whatever, and that these experiments 
used instead. I am bound to bring this involve very serious risks. The purveyors 
subject before the Committee, because of of food have the most indefinite notions 
the absence of any adequate restrictions on | of what is required. One man will add 
the use of drugs in preserving food. Food 18 grains of boric acid to a pound of 
is placed daily on our tables full of butter, the next man will add 80 grains. 
preservatives. Our milk and cream and | Another danger is that antiseptics are not 
butter is full of boracic acid, our bacon is | only used by the first producers and by 
cured in it; our jam is full of salicylic importers, but also by retailers. One 
acid, while fish are also now soaked | case was given of very serious results 
with preservatives. And, further, in this happening to a family from eating blane- 
way we may be dosed ten or a hundred- | mange which had been first adulterated by 
fold beyond the amount which science | the manufacturer, and then another dose 
would say was safe for human con- added by the servants in the house. 


Mr. Long, 


The existing law in regard to adultera- 
tion is sufficient, I am advised, to prevent 
anyone selling cider or perry as such if it 
were only made from sugar and water 
and chemical compounds. We_ have 
certainly not sufficient knowledge as to 
the conditions governing the manufacture 
of these beverages to justify us in 
adopting a clause of this kind. I would 
remind the House that the Select Com- 
mittee which inquired into the operation 
of the Adulteration Acts for four years 
did not embrace this subject within the 
scope of their inquiry. We have no 
definite information on the point, and we 
heard nothing of it until this proposed 
clause appeared on the Paper. In these 
circumstances, I hope my hon. friends 
will be satisfied with having raised the 


Question put, and negatived. 
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“From this point of view,’ 


to be prohibited altogether.” 


parts of milk or cream was quite suffi- 
cient to preserve the milk or cream, 
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* says Dr. Hill, | 


“T can only come to the conclusion that | 
the use of chemical preservatives ought | 
One gentle- 
man who made inquiry for the Royal | 
Agricultural Society illustrated the 
absurdity of allowing the free use of 
these antiseptics by saying that one 
part of boracic acid added to 3,200 


but that a solution of boracice acid 


amounting to one ounce in two gallons is 


actually in frequent use, while to hide 


the bitter taste of the antiseptic glycerine | 
/man has 


or gelatine is added. In some of the 
American States, in France, in Den- 
mark, Belgium, and in Germany it has 
been decided to absolutely prohibit the 
use of preservatives altogether, because 
of the administrative difficulty of deciding 
by law or regulation the proportion of 
these preservatives which mght be made 
use of in food. In France they have 
recently prohibited the importation of 


American bacon which is largely doctored , 


by boracic acid. I have no doubt the right 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Bill will 


reply to me that he has appointed a Com- , 


mittee to deal with this question. Well, 
if he does, I will put to him the 
same inquiry in regard to that Com- 
mittee which I put, too late, in re- 
gard to the colouring of margarine. 
I would like to know whether we may 
look to the Committee to determine 
whether preservatives should be used at | 
all, or merely to lay down what is a 
safe proportion of these drugs and | 
preservatives which may be allowed in| 
food, and whether the Government 


will be prepared to give effect to their | 


recommendations by legislation or by 
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| But, unfortunately, we 
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Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


There can be no doubt 


*Mr. LONG : 


| that the question raised by the proposed 


new clause is one of the very greatest 
importance in this sense—that the use of 


these preservatives can very easily be 


abused, and the results of that’ abuse 
might be most injurious to human health. 

have not had, up 
to the present, knowledge as to the effect 
of the use of these preservatives which 
would enable us, if necessary, to put the 
existing law into force. The hon. Gentle- 
asked me what is the 
object of the Committee which my 
right hon. friend the President of 
the Local Government Board recently 
appointed. The object is to examine 
precisely those questions to which 
the hon. Gentleman has referred, namely 
the use of these preservatives and colour- 
ing matters, and whether that use to any 
excessive extent becomes injurious to 
health, and whether their use to a limited 
extent is not necessarily injurious to 
health. We hope that that inquiry, which 
has already commenced, will result in 
getting some definite information with 
regard to this matter. If we are able to 
lay down rules for the guidance of the 
health officers of the country there will 
be no need for issuing an Order in 
Council or for fresh legislation. The 
existing law would be sufficient. If the 
preservativ es are not injurious to health, 
then I do not think the House would 
agree for one instant to prohibit their use 
for a proper purpose. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): What 
‘is the character of the Committee ? 


Order in Council during the ensuing year. 


I venture to say that the more this ques- 
tion is studied of the introduction into 
the human system of these drugs in small 
‘quantities hour by hour, and day by day, | 
the more it will be seen how important 


it is that some such proposal as I have | 


made should be adopted. 


New clause— 

‘Tt shall be unlawful to sell or import for 
sale any margarine, butter, milk, cream, or 
baeon with which boracic acid, salicylic acid, 
formalin, bisulphite of lime, or ‘other preserva- 
tive, excepting salt, has been ajnel? "_ (Mr. 
Channing. ) 


‘brought up and read the first time. 


Mr. LONG: The Committee is com- 
posed of scientific experts, and the names 
| have already appeared in The Times. 


Mr. LOUGH: Not in the other 


| papers ? 


*Mr. LONG : I cannot say. No doubt 
they have appeared in the other papers, 
but as it happens Zhe Times is the only 
‘paper in which I have seen them, and 
therefore I mentioned it. 


Mr. LOUGH: I only wanted to know 
for my own information. 
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*Mr. LONG: The Chairman is the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for Wig- 
tonshire, and there are two medical 
officers of the Local Government Board, 
including Professor Thorpe, if I re- 


member rightly. I think the hon. Gentle- | 


man will admit that the Committee is 
one to whose deliberations and conclusions 
the greatest possible weight will be 
attached ; and the reference is one which 
will bring into the inquiry all those diffi- 
culties to which the hon. Member has 
referred in his speech. I gathered from 


the remarks he made that all he wanted | 
| accept it now ? 
further information as to the appointment | 
of this Committee, and the work it is | 


was to raise a discussion and to elicit 


intended to do, rather than to ask the 
House to vote on his 
think it would be extremely improper to 


include in an Act of Parliament a prohi- | 


bition of this kind, which is unnecessary, 
if these articles are injurious to health, 
and which ought not to be put on the 
Statute Book, if these articles are harm- 
less. If the Report of the Committee 
shows that these preservatives ought not 
to be used, and cannot be used without 
injury to health, then the law of the land 
is already amply sufficient. 


Mr. STRACHEY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman going to place himself in the 
hands of these experts 4 


*Mr. LONG: The carrying out of the 
Act of Parliament does not rest with me 
or with any Minister of the Crown; it 
rests with the local authority. 


Mr. STRACHEY: Quite so; that is 
the point. We are told that the object 
of this Bill is that the right hon. Gentle- 
man is to have a roving commission in 


order to see that the local authorities are | 


doing their duty. That being the case, 
is the right hon. Gentleman going to 
pledge himself to the views of this Com- 
mittee? Is he satisfied that fifty or sixty 
grains of boracic acid in a gallon of milk 
is safe? No doctor would convince me 
that that is a desirable or right thing. 
Now, boracic acid is used as a medicine in 
certain diseases, and if a man takes butter, 
milk, margarine, fish, or any kind of 
food which has been preserved with 
boracic acid, he is not only taking a much 
larger quantity than fifty or sixty grains 
of boracic acid a day, but he gets 
saturated with it. The consequence is, 


{COMMONS} 


Amendment. [| 
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that the boracic acid medically prescribed, 
would have no effect upon him, like a man 
who is saturated with alcohol. The right 
hon. Gentleman says that this Amend- 
ment was only meant to raise a discussion. 
Is he ready to say a little later on that he 
will accept the Amendment of my hon. 
friend the Member for Caithness, which 
| provides that every man should know 
, exactly what he is buying and that the 
amount of preservative used per pound or 
per gallon should be stated? The right 


i hon. Gentleman refused to accept the 


Amendment upstairs; is he ready to 


Sm WALTER FOSTER: This is an 
exceeding discouraging discussion, as it 
suggests, immediately before the dinner 
hour, that the food we are about to par- 
take of may be overdosed with these 
preservatives. Seriously, I do not think 
that we can quite follow the example 
of other countries in this matter, as 
England is a much larger importer of 
food than these are, and some of the 
foods must necessarily be preserved in 
order to reach this country. I quite agree 
with my hon. friend the Member for East 
Northamptonshire as to the importance of 
this question, and I also agree with the 
spirit in which he raised it. We have on 
the Departmental Committee appointed to- 
inquire into the subject a Member of this 
House, in whose general ability we have 
great confidence. We have also the most 
distinguished chemist of the time, and one 
of the leading officials of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and a medical man to assist 
him. We have therefore, all the elements 
necessary for arriving at a sound con- 
clusion, and when that conclusion is 
arrived at, I have no doubt the operation 
of the ordinary law will restrict the use 
of these preservatives. No one can speak 
dogmatically on the use of these preserva- 
tives, for it is a question which science 
has not yet solved. Therefore, I think 
that to persevere with this new clause at 
the present time is unnecessary, in view 
of the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill. 


Mr. KEARLEY: The hon. Member for 
South Somerset has pointed out to us all the: 
horrors which may arise from the exces- 
sive use of these preservatives, and he 
asked the right hon. Gentleman if he pro- 
poses to accept the verdict of the Com- 
mittee before the Committee has hardly 
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“ 


met. Amore extraordinary question to| Amendment proposed to the Bill — 
a Minister I have never heard, and [| ,, now 1*Kined 
think my hon. friend’s zeal outruns his | ,. <1 Page | line 5, after the word * Kingdom,” 
‘ ny : ; : | to insert the words ‘ for consumption therein. 
discretion. I would point out that my hon. | —(Mr. Lough.) 
friend’s demand is unreasonable, especially | 
as ythriged of ne ee carl | Question, “That those words be there 
= ia Bo e explanation of the right | inserted,” put, and negatived. 
on. Gentleman. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): |, M®. ingof Cl rapggagetic fica ar ro 
The proposed clause would prohibit the | beginning of Clause 1 the words “ butter 
use of every preservative except salt. |and cheese.” ‘The object of the Amend- 
Surely it is not proposed to prohibit ice. | ment was to widen the scope of the Bill. 
I believe it would be an enormous mis.| 4 great deal of bad butter was imported 
take to enter into these terrifying details, | ‘into this country, 7 agra enti ne 
and I think it would be best to withdraw | than margarine, and he submitted tha 
the clause and leave the country under equal information should be given with 
the impulse of the horror created by this | regard to this trade. 
Debate, which I think will send a thrill | 


thoughout the country to-morrow morn-| Amendment proposed— 

oo a pee ier: . ; 

ing. As it is, I am afraid to go to| , In page 1, line 7, before the word ‘ mar- 
dinner. | garine, to insert the words ‘butter and 


| cheese.” ”—(Mvr. Lough.) 
Dr. CLARK: I hope my hon. friend 

wili accept the suggestion of the right)  Qyestion proposed, “ That those words 
hon. Gentleman to wait until we see the | he there inserted.” 
Report of the Committee. Then, if the 
Committee report’on the lines that my eae ; 
hon. friend thinks, no change will be re- Sir R. B. FINLAY : I hope the hon. 
quired in the present law. The only diffi- Member will not press the Amendment to 
culty at the present time is that there is (2 Division. I cannot understand the 
a difference of opinion as to whether | introduction ot good butter and cheese 
boracic acid is more harmful than salt, A | to the list of questionable articles as to 
large number of medical men will tell you which the clause provides precautions. 
that they are equally harmful and equally | 
harmless, but I take it this Committee! yp JONATHAN SAMUEL said he 
will try and gather a concensus of opinion | thought this Amendment would haveamost 
on the subject, and after it has been | sorions effect, and he was much surprised 
thoroughly thrashed out in Committee, i). the hon. Member for West Islington 
we shall have one medical man giving his | should recommend it. If Danish butter 
opinion to the magistrates that a certain, were marked it would be impossible to 
preservative is injurious, and another | .41) 7% nglish butter. People bought Dan- 
medical man saying that he believes it is | i. putter because they pr eferred it to any 
perfectly innocuous. ‘other butter, and until the English 

vies |farmers made English butter equal to 
_ MR. CHANNING : May I ask the Danish the large importation of Danish 
right hon. Gentleman whether he pro- | vould continue. To place butter in the 
poses, under Clause 4 of this Bill, to| sme category as margarine would be a 
make regulations dealing with the quan- | ery great t mistake, and his 08 very glad, 
tity of preservatives that may be added, | therefore, that the Government refused to 
before or after this Committee has re-| . cept the Amendment 
ported 2 —_ ' ; 


*Mr. LONG: I could not make any Question put, and negatived. 


regulation as to the quantity of preserva- 
tives until we have the Report of the 
Committee before us. 


Mr. COLVILLE moved the omission 
of “margarine cheese” from the articles 
as to which the restriction was provided. 


Motion and Clause, by leave, with-|He pointed out that skimmed milk 
drawn. cheese and other kinds of cheese were not 
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included, and therefore submitted that the | selected a few articles and proceeded to 
words “ margarine cheese ” should be left | deal with them in a fragmentary and ineffi- 


out. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 1, line 7, to leave out the words 
or margarine cheese.’ ”—(Mr. Colville.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘or margarine cheese’ stand part of the 


cient manner. The _ Solicitor-General 
had said that there was no reason for this 
Amendment. If he dealt with milk pro- 
| ducts, why did he not take the matter all 
jround? They were advancing one step 
deeper into the quagmire into which they 
had drifted when the House passed the 
Margarine Act. 





Bill.” 
Sr R. B. FINLAY: 


Amendment will be withdrawn. 
see no reason for leaving the importation 


of this article unrestricted. 


Sirk CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 


Bridgeton) expressed the 
hon. Member would 
Amendment. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 


Balfour,Rt Hon A J (Manch’r) | 


Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, RtHonSirM H-(Bristol) 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Billson, Alfred 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Broadhurst, Henry 

3rodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Ckarrington, Spencer 
Clark, Dr.G. B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
' Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) | 
Cooke, C. W. Radcliffe (Heref'd | 


Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Davis, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 


Mr. Colville. 





not withdraw his 
This was another example 
of the vicious system of legislation which 


I hope _ this 


I can | pressed. 


fraud 


hope that the 





19. 


AYES. 


Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Donkin, Richard Sim 

Doogan, P. ¢ ! 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Evershed, Sydney 

Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Laneaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. ‘Sutfolk) 

' Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fry, Lewis 

Gartit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gaull, Sir Cameron j 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hill,SirEdward Stock (Bristol) 
Howard, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
| Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans. 


| 


Mr. ALEXANDER 
hoped the Amendment would not be 
He could not understand how, 
in the interests of legislation for preventing 
by margarine-filled 
Amendment could be supported. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 157; Noes, 
(Division List, No. 278.) 


CROSS said he 


cheese, the 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kimber, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Llewellyn,Evan H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Swans. 
Lloyd-Geurge, David 

Long, Rt. Hon. Walter (Liverp'l 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartnev, W. G. Ellison 
Maclver David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘kKillop, James 

Maddison, Fred. 
Middlemore,Jno.Throgmorton 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, ArthurHA (Deptford) 
Murray, Kt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
O'Malley, William 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 

Pickard, Benjamin. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Purvis, Robert 

Randell, David 

Rankin, Sir James 

tichards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Rt.Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chs. Thomson) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
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‘Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) ; 
| Trevelyan, Charles Phillips 


Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sidebottom, T. oy een oy 
Sidebottom, Wm as 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Walter 


‘Caldwell, James 
‘Clough, Walter Owen 
‘Crilly, Daniel 


Duckworth, James 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 


Williams, Colonel R. 
| Williams, Jos. | swell (Birm. 


{18 JuLy 1899} 
Thornton, Percy M. 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Lieut. -Col.C.E. (Kent) 

(Dorset) | 
) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 


_ Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) | 


NOES. 


Lough, Thomas 

Morgan, W Pritchard(Merthyr 

O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 

Pickersgill, Edward Hare 

Price, Robert John 

P rovand, Andrew Dryburgh 
tickett, J. Compton 

Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
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Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. B.(Bath) 
Wrightson, Thomas 

W. ylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Young, Commander(Berks, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Sinclair, Capt.John (Forfarsh. ) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, John Carvell(Notts) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Colville and Sir Charles 
Cameron 





destroying its character. 


dutter ” 





Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid.): 
] rise to move, as an Amendment to 
Clause 1, page 1, line 10, to leave out the 
words “or impoverished.” Obviously 
these words are not applicable to butter ; 
there is no such thing known to law as 
impoverished butter. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
heg to call your attention, Sir, to the facts 


that the Minister in charge of the Bill is 


not in the House, and there are not forty 
Members present. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I recently ascer- 
tained that there were forty Members in 
the House. 


Mr. CALDWELL: It is impossible 
for there to be impoverished butter. 
There might be impoverished milk, but 
you cannot impoverish butter without 
If you make 
the butter from inferior milk you may 
have a less quantity of butter, but the 
constituents will be the same. It is the 
quantity, not the quality, that will be 
atfected. Observe how the words are 
brought in here. They are brought in 
in a section which obv iously applies to 
imported articles. You do not find the 
word “impoverished” in the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act dealing with articles | 
manufactured in this country. “ Adul | 
teration” is referred to in Sub-section t, | 


and is held to apply to any article if it 
has been “ mixed with any other substance | 
or if any part of it has been wsteneed| 
so as injuriously to affect its quality, 

substance, or mixture.” 
could not 


“ Impoverished 
mean anything 


added; at any rate, that would be 
adulterated butter, while if you take out 
any substance it is butter no longer. It 
is the same as if you take hydrogen or 
oxygen out of water. These words are 
not needed at all; the word “ adulter- 
ated ” is quite sufficient. It is always an 
injudicious thing in Acts of Parliament 
to begin a new definition of an offence. 
We know what “adulteration” means, 
and it can be made to apply to every 
offence that is covered here. 


Amendment proposed— 


line 10, to leave out the words 


“In page l, 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


‘ or impoverished.’ ”— 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘or impoverished’ stand part of the 


Bill.” 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: If the hon. 
Gentleman had been a member of the 
Grand Committee he would have dis- 
covered what was news to many of us, 
but a fact, nevertheless, that there were 
methods of treating butter which could 
only be met by the term “impoverished.” 
The word ‘ adulteration” is not suffi- 
cient 





Mr. CALDWELL: Why not—as in 
Sub-section 7 ? 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The word 
‘“‘ adulteration ” is not sufficient. It is one 
thing to add one article to another and 
so adulterate, but it is an even worse 
offence to abstract from an article one of 
its valuable qualities, and sell the article as if 
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nothing had been extracted from it. The 
words are absolutely essential, and I hope 


the House will not waste time in discuss- | § : 
is an unquestionable fact that butter can 


ing the question. 


Sm CHARLES CAMERON: I served 
on the Grand Committee as constantly as 


any man here, and I confess it is abso- | 


lutely impossible for me to conceive what 
impoverished butter is. The hon. Mem- 
ber has said there were methods described 
of treating butter by abstracting valuable 
qualities from it. I never heard anything 
of a method by which a valuable quality 
of the butter was extracted, but we 
did have evidence as to a method 
by which the acid constituting the ran- 
cidity was washed out and the butter 
purified. That certainly was not im- 
poverishment. This is a very important 
clause, and will probably give rise to 
litigation as to what its meaning is. It 
is a clause under which a cargo of butter 
might be stopped. Adulterated butter is 
a very proper thing to stop ; impoverished 
butter might be if we knew what it was, 
and I confess Ido not know what it is. 
The words appear to me to be absolutely 
unintelligible, and I cannot conceive why 
the right hon. Gentleman refuses to con- 
sider an Amendment so reasonable as that 
of my hon. friend. 


Mr. KEARLEY: The most important 
question to consider in connection with 


{COMMONS} 
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this Amendment is whether we are to. 
raise all these small issues. If so, we 
shall not get the Bill through at all. It 


be impoverished ; we had evidence of it 
before the Committee, and the Govern- 
ment are perfectly right in safeguarding 
themselves against this new form of adul- 
teration by introducing the word “ im- 
poverished.” Only the other day I 
received a circular of some company that 
is going to deal with butter which has 
lost some of its essentials. Why should 
not that be dealt with just as much as 
adulteration? This word “ impoverish” 
will be most fitting for dealing with that 
system. I hope the Government will 
not delete the words, and that my hon. 
friend will not persist in raising small 
matters like this, because I am sure we 
all desire the Bill, which is a very useful 
one, to pass. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 
We have been told that this matter was 
thoroughly discussed in Committee. But 
now that the Bill has come back to this 
House we are entitled to consider the 
whole matter, and I think before we pro- 
ceed we ought to have some answer as 
tothe meaning of the word “impoverish.” 


Question put. 


The House divided :—-Ayes, 162 ; Noes, 
24. (Division List, No. 279.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arrol, Sir William 

Baird, John George Alexander 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Barnes, Frederie Gorell Crilly, Daniel 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cornwallis,FiennesStanley W. 
Cox, Irwin Edward B. 


Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
, Fisher, William Hayes 
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Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

| Steadman, William Charles 
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Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
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Sir William Walrond and 
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yndham (Bath) 


neis Sharp 
Joseph 


npton 


(Tyrone) 


rew Richard 
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Burt, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Clougn, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Laugley, Batty 

Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lough, Thomas 


Sinclair, Capt. . 
Souttar, 
Sullivan, Dona 


Dr. CLARK: In regard to the ques- 
tion of skimmed milk, the Camberwell 
Vestry have taken the matter up, and 
they have memorialised the Local Govern- 
ment Board in regard to this matter. 
This Vestry has sent out information to 
nearly all the members of the local boards, 
town councils, district councils, and the 
:principal corporations of England. They 
point out that when the word “ separ- 
ated” is used in connection with con- 
densed milk, it is generally understood 
that the water has been taken away from 
the milk, but it is not the taking away of 
the water that does the harm. Separated 
milk is the very worst form of milk. 
Skimmed milk is not bad at all, because 
you cannot take away all the cream, but 
when the milk passes through a hydraulic 
separator you can remove all the cream. 
By this process you take away all the 
cream, and then the milk is condensed 
without any cream at all. The result is 
that the children who are fed upon it 
suffer terribly from indigestion. I have 
spoken to some of the largest manufac- 
turers, including the Swiss Milk Company, 
and they inform me that they have been 


Morgan, W Pritchard( Merthyr 
Pickerszill, Edward Hare 
Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 


{obinson 





Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Ure, Alexander 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Caldwell and 
Charles Cameron. 


John (Forfarsh. NOES— 
Sir 


1 (Westmeath) 


compelled to bring in this separated or 
impoverished milk in order to compete 
with the other brands in the market. 
The “Milkmaid” brand contains the 
highest percentage of cream. As a rule,. 
there is about 3 per cent. of cream in 
condensed milk, but there ought to be 
about 10 per cent. When this is called 
separated milk poor people are confused, 
for they imagine that it is the milk 
separated from the water. I think you 
ought to convey the meaning that it is 
impoverished milk. and let the purchaser 
know that the milk has been impoverished 
by subtracting the cream. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 16, to leave out fromm the- 
word ‘ words,’ to the word ‘are,’ in line 18, and 
insert the words ‘skimmed or impoverished 


i milk.’ ”—(Dr. Clark.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


*Mr. LONG: I think we all want to- 
achieve the same object which the 
hon. Member desires—namely, that some 
limitations should be placed upon the sale: 
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‘of this impoverished milk, but everything 
really turns upon what words will be best 
to convey the meaning of the Act of Par- 
liament. The hon. Gentleman proposes to 
omit the words “separated milk or 
‘skimmed milk,” and insert the words 
‘“ skimmed or impoverished milk.” I en- 
tirely agree with what he has said as 
‘to the character of separated milk. It is 
very inferior to skimmed milk, and I 
believe as an article of food separated 
milk is absolutely worthless, and cer- 
tainly as an exclusive diet for young chil- 
‘dren it ought not, under any circum- 
stances, to be used. So perfect has 
become the practice of certain people in 
the country in this respect, that I believe 
they have actually succeeded in per- 
suading their customers that separated 
milk, instead of being the very lowest 
class, is a better article than whole or pure 
‘milk, because it has gone through some 
particular process which makes it better. 
If we could meet these difficulties by the 
‘words which have been moved by the 
hon. Gentleman I would accept them, but 
I am afraid that by drawing a distinction 
between skimmed and other mjlk and 
using the term “impoverished milk,” ‘no 
tradesman would use the word “im- 
poverished” if he could find any other 
name. Does the hon. Member propose 
that all separated milk shall be called 
impoverished milk ? 

Dr. CLARK : I suggest that all con- 
densed milk from which the cream has 
been removed shall be called impover- 


ished milk. 


*Mr. LONG: The hon. Member does 
not draw any distinction between skimmed 
and impoverished milk. I believe the 
whole House desires that this Bill shall 
secure in the future that articles shall be 
sold for what they are as genuine articles, 
and that anybody who seeks to commit a 
fraud shall have his attempts frustrated 
as speedily as possible. 

Dr. CLARK: My hon. friend the 
Member for Ilkeston has a better sugges- 
tion to make, and I will withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

*Sir WALTER FOSTER : I move this 
Amendment in order to got rid of the 
alitficulty in which we are now placed. 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 17, after the words ‘skimmed 


Mr. Long. 
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milk,’ to insert the words ‘and not fit food for 
infants.’ ”—(Sir Walter Foster.) 

Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 

Mr. BARTLEY: Does the word 
“infants” mean people under twenty-one 
years of age ? 

Sm R. B, FINLAY: I do not know 
from this Amendment at what age the 
line will be drawn for infants. If you 
say it is not fit food for infants you 
imply that it is fit for adults. 

*Smrk WALTER FOSTER: But it cannot 
| hurt adults. 


Srr R. B. FINLAY: If it cannot hurt 
an adult I do not think it would do him 
or her any good. I suggest that the 
Amendment is not a desirable one because 
parents and guardians will very soon get 

, to know that either separated or skimmed 
milk is not fit food for infants. I there- 
fore suggest that it is not desirable that 
this addition should be made. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I am sorry 
that the hon. Member who moved the 
previous Amendment withdrew it, because 
I hardly think we shall get the present 
proposal inserted in the Bill. Separated 
milk is not fit food for either infants, 
grown-up children, or adults. It is not 
fit food even for calves or pigs, and in 
Ireland young stock as well as children 
are suffering from the consumption of 
this abominable separated milk which is 
sent out from the creameries. Un- 
doubtedly the term “ separated milk” is 
a most unfortunate term, because it does 
not grammatically and properly describe 
the process to which the milk has been 
subjected. Even the Minister in charge of 
the Bill admits that people have defrauded 
their customers by making them believe 
that separated milk is something particu- 
larly good. Ido not see why we should 
be a party to perpetuating an expression 
which does not properly describe the pro- 
cess. I regret that we are not taking this 
opportunity of christening this milk by a 
name which indicates its real character. 
Separated milk ought not to be sold for 
human food, and although it may be too 
much to require an absolute prohibition 
of its sale, I am not at all sure that it 
would not be a wise thing to prohibit che 
sale of it for infants. I think we ought 
to require that this milk should be 
marked by some name which will convey 
| to uninstructed people the fact that the 
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milk has been very seriously impover- 
ished. 

*Mr. LONG: I think all of us are 
agreed as to what we want, and I believe 
the majority of this House are anxious 
that this Bill should be passed with as 
little delay as possible. I will, therefore, 
throw out this suggestion. As the 
House knows, it is a very dangerous thing 
to accept or propose words which will 
have the result of altering the phraseology 
of a clause without very careful 
consideration and consultation, and 
this it is impossible to have under 
the pressure of a Parliamentary 
Debate. I am extremely anxious that we 
should secure that this article shall be 
sold for what it is, and that anything that 
can be done by legislative interference 
shall be done to prevent this particular 
article being used as food for infants. If 
the House will accept this assurance, I 
will promise to consider whether the 
Government can propose some words to 
meet the difficulty which I hope to be 
able to insert in another place. 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON : I suggest 
that the right hon. Gentleman should 
bring his proposal before this House 
instead of risking its insertion in another 
place. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. LONG: I beg to move this 
Amendment in consequence of an under- 
taking which I gave to the Standing 
Committee. It was there suggested that 
certain specified articles should be inserted 
in the clause, and I undertook to introduce 
words which would extend the clause 
without incurring the danger of using 
specific words. I understand that the 
hon. Baronet opposite wishes to omit the 
words with reference to the Order in 
Council, but I think it is desirable that 
before any additional articles are included 
application should be made for the issue 
of an Order in Council, one advantage 
being that the Department mainly con- 
cerned would to a certain extent be 
checked by the Privy Council. 

Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 1, line 18, after the word ‘type,’ to 
insert the words ‘or (d) Any adulterated or 
impoverished article of food to which Her 
Majesty may by Order in Council direct that 
this section shall be applied, unless the same 
be imported in packages or receptacles con- 
spicuously marked with a name or description 
indicating that the article has been so treated.” | 
(Mr. Long.) 


{i8 JULY 1899} 
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Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sim CHARLES CAMERON: I have 
an Amendment to this clause. The right 
hon. Gentleman has not correctly de- 
scribed what occurred in Committee. I 
moved an Amendment to the effect that 
there should be added to this list, for 
inspection at the port of entry, any article 
adulterated under the Food and Drugs 
Act. That would extend to all articles 
an excellent method of preventing 
adulteration. But on a Division it was 
negatived by a small majority. The 
right hon. Gentleman did not give way 
then, but on the discussion on the next 
clause we endeavoured to accomplish the 
same object by the inclusion of the Local. 
Government Board as one of the authori- 
ties who would see that the Act was 
satisfactorily carried out. The right hon. 
Gentleman gave way on that point, and 
undertook to consider it. It certainly 
did not carry out the object of my first 
Amendment. The right hon. Gentleman 
has told us that the advantage of the 
course he proposes will be that it will 
place some check on the Board of Agri- 
culture when it proposes to prohibit the 
importation of any article in consequence 
of adulteration. But the disadvantage is, 
that when it is discovered that a consign- 
ment of some adulterated article is coming 
over, it will be necessary to obtain an 
Order in Council before it can be inter- 
fered with, and in the meantime the 
country may be inundated with it. Give 
the Customs power to stop any consign- 
ment without any further formality. 
That would have the advantage of making 
a general rule applicable throughout, 
would avoid a system of isolated treat- 
ment, and would relieve the Department 
of the necessity of going through a tedious 
formality to obtain an Order in Council. 


‘If it were known that a cargo of im- 


poverished or adulterated food were about 
to be landed, let the Board of Customs 
have the power to stop it, on the initiative, 
of course, of the Board of Agriculture or 
the Local Government Board. That 
would enable the Customs to act at once. 
I beg to move, Sir. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“To leave out the words ‘to which Her 
Majesty may by Order in Council direct that 
this section shall be applied.’”—(Sir Charles 
Cameron.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 

*Mr. LONG: I sincerely hope the 
House will not adopt the suggestion of 
the hon. Baronet. It would make the 
clause absolutely inoperative. The hon. 
Baronet says he desires that impoverished 
and adulterated articles should be stopped 
at once, but, in moving such an Amend- 
ment, I doubt very much whether it can 
be reconciled with his expressed desire to 
see his Bill made efficient and effective. 


Sirk CHARLES CAMERON: On a 
point of Order: Is the right. hon. 


Gentleman justified in imputing to me a 
want of desire that the Bill should be 
efficient and effective 4 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
Gentleman is not out of Order in im- 
puting to the hon. Member a desire to 
defeat the Bill. 

Sm CHARLES CAMERON: The 
right hon. Gentleman did not refer to my 
defeating the Bill. 

*Mr LONG: If I have said anything-to 
cause the hon. Baronet any personal pain, 
I withdraw it without the smallest reser- 
vation, and apologise for it. I was, 
however, under the impression that the 
hon. Baronet described this Bill as a 
mischievous Bill, and that he did not 
desire to see it on the Stature Book, but 
I am unwilling to cause him the smallest 
personal pain in the matter. He argues 
that if his Amendment is accepted the 
Customs will be able to act at once. The 
Customs at present act under the Depart- 
ment concerned, and nothing could be 
more prompt than the procedure we 
suggest. In the first instance, we would 
have a Government Department to which 
an individual can go whenever he believes 
that interference is necessary. The matter 
would then be brought to the attention of 
the Department, and the Department would 
move the Treasury, who would communi- 
cate with the Board of Customs. That is the 
procedure in force at present, and it has 
been found thoroughly efficient with re- 
gard to the importation of butter. There 
is no justification whatever for the 
Amendment, and instead of making the 
Act more efticient it would delay its 
operation, because it would throw on the 
Board of Customs duties they have never 
performed. 

Mr. KEARLEY: I think that the 


original Amendment is very des‘rable, 
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because it gives power to intercept goods 
other than agricultural products. Now 
that the scope of the Bill is so enlarged, 
an Amendment to Sub-section 7 of this 
clause will be required. The definition of 
adulteration set out there is perfectly fair 
to the particular products with which you 
are now contemplating to deal, The new 
definition would prohibit absolutely the 
importation of certain commodities that 
have been added to for the purpose of 
preparing them as articles of commerce, 
For instance, some slight addition is made 
to Dutch cocoa, in order to improve its 
digestive qualities. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The Amendment of 
the hon. Member comes on at at a later 
stage. 

Mr. KEARLEY : I only wished to ask 
the Government whether they had over- 
Jooked the fact that an Amendment will 
be necessary to Sub-section 7, 

Mr. BRYCE: The most conclusive 
reason against the Amendment of my 
hon. friend is that it would — very 
considerably extend the right of the 
Executive Government to prohibit the 
importation of articles. The extension of 
the power of the Executive Government 
is a very serious matter, and should be 
carried out only after solemn deliberation. 
There is also another reason against the 
Amendment. Every year a volume is 
issued containing all the statutory rules 
and orders, and everything — that 
has been done by a _ Department, 
under the authority of the Sovereign 
in Council. That volume can _ be 
consulted, and is a great convenience and 
safeguard. The Amendment of my hon. 
friend would prevent these orders appear- 
ing in that volume, which would he a 
public inconvenience. 

Mr. LOUGH: I would also ask my 
hon. friend whether he cannot withdraw 
his Amendment. The proposal of the 
right hon. Gentleman has met with a 
great deal of favour. Everything that 
tends to extend the Bill will probably in- 
crease the hostility with which it is viewed. 
The advantage of these Orders in Council 
will be that at any rate traders will know 
what articles are excluded. Otherwise 
some articles might suddenly be added to 
the list, and no trader would know any- 
thing about it. 

Amendment to the proposed Amend- 


“ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Words inserted. 
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the next Amendment in order to get an 
assurance that this clause will not apply 
to shipowners, railway companies, and 
common carriers. 


Amendment proposed : 

“In page 1, line 26, after ‘article’ to insert 
‘except shipowner, railway company, or 
common earrier.’”—(Sir John Leng.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sm R. B. FINLAY: Certainly not. 
The clause only applies to an agent or 
broker. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. LOUGH: I am proposing this 
Amendment in order that we may have 
an explanation. It seems to me that the 
machinery adopted is very clumsy. You 
are bringing in the Board of Customs, the 
Treasury, and the Board of Agriculture, 
and you will, as a result, have the busi- 
ness done badly. I think the responsibi- 
lity ought to rest on one Department. 
Why cannot the Board of Customs act 
independently, and not wait for the 
directions of the Treasury, given after 
consultation with the Board of Agricul. 
ture ? 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 1, to leave out the words 
from the word ‘shall’ te the word ‘take,’ in 
line 3.” —(Mr. Lough.) 

Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out to the word 
‘Board,’ in line 2, stand part of the Bill.” 


*Mr. LONG: The appearance of this 
sub-section deserves somewhat the de- 
scription which has been given it by the 
hon. Member. But its appearance is very 
much worse than its practical effect. It is 
exactly the procedure in force at the pre- 
sent time. As a matter of fact the three 
Departments discharge different duties. 
If the Board of Agriculture believes that 
these powers can be exercised in the 


interests of the community, it must obtain | 


the assent of the Treasury, without which 
no addition can be made to the expendi- 
ture incurred by the Department, and 
then there is the Board of Customs to 
carry out the directions of the Depart- 
ment. The procedure appears more pro- 
longed than it really is. Asa matter of 
fact, if the Department is satisfied that 
action is necessary, that action can be 
taken within forty-gight hours or less. 





{18 Juty 1899} 
Sir JOHN LENG: I have put down | 


| stamping out 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Stir WALTER FOSTER: I beg to 
move the Amendment standing in my 
name. I wish to put in the Local Govern- 
ment Board instead of the Board of 
Agriculture. I do so because in all these 
matters I think the Local Government 
Board should be the acting authority in 
the future as in the past, and the altera- 
tion just made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man giving power to the Privy Council 
to introduce other articles of food, makes 


it more important that the Local Govern- 


ment Board should be substituted. That 
Board has had the administration of the 
Adulteration Acts for twenty-three years 
and has done good work in administering 
them under great difficulties. If this Bill 
passes—and I[ am doing my best to facili- 
tate it—the Local Government Board will 
for the first time, under Clause 3, practi- 
cally have power to compel the local 
authorities to act under its control as far 
as prosecutions are concerned. That power 
did not exist before. The fault we have 
had with the administration of the Foodand 
Drugs Act in the past was that it was a 
permissive Act, but in the future it will be 
the duty of the local authority to 
appoint an analyst and to take samples. 
This is the best clause in the Bill. 
Ithink that as regards inspection at the 
port of entry the Local Government 
Board would be a better authority than 
the Board of Agriculture, as these ques- 
tions are difficult to separate from the 
public health of the country. Adulterated 
food coming through a port of entry has 
to be followed by the local authority 
under the control, more or less, of the 
Local Government Board. I should 
further like that the local authority 
should look to one central authority as in 
the past. The Local Government Board 
has also a scientific staff, not, of course, in 
connection with the Food and Drugs 


| Act, but still worthy of being consulted. 


Ina word, the Board of Agriculture was 
not constituted originally for the pur- 
poses contemplated in this Bill. It was 
originally intended to take over certain 
duties of the Land Commissioners and to 
look after diseases of animals and the 
muzzling of dogs, which latter duty is 
carried out with much effect in the 
of rabies. I prefer 


ithe Local Government Board for the 
|reason that I prefer being in the hands 
of the doctors connected 
‘in the 


it than 
con- 


with 


hands of the vets. 
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nected with the Board of Agriculture. 
The Local Government Board, moreover, is 
not connected with any producing industry, 
whereas the Board of Agriculture is. I 
believethat the Bill would obtain much more 
confidence in the country generally if we 
inserted throughout “ Local Government 
Board ” instead of “ Board of Agriculture,” 
and we should in the end obtain a much 
more satisfactory and efficient administra- 
tion. If we keep in the Board of Agri- 
culture we shall have a dual control, 
and I do not want a dual control in 
the administration of these Acts. I 
do not want them to be worked in 
the interest of any producing class, 
but in the interest of the community 
as a whole, and it is for that pur- 
pose that I move this Amendment. I have 
no doubt that the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite will allege that the Local Govern- 
ment Board has already more work than 
it can do satisfactorily. My answer to 
that is very simple—make it strong 
enough to continue to discharge the 
duties it has had charge of for the past 
twenty-three years. 

Amendment proposed 

“In page 2, line 2, after the second word 
‘the, to insert the words ‘Local Govern- 
ment.’ "(Sir Walter Foster.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
‘Local Government’ be there in- 
serted.’” 

*Mr. LONG : I do not think it is neces- 
sary to enter into any elaborate defence 
of my Department, or to make any com- 
parison between the Local Government 
Board and the Board of Agriculture. I 
am bound to say I listened with some 
astonishment to the statement of the hon. 
Gentleman that the Local Government 
Board had done its work so well for 
twenty-three years that it ought to be 
allowed to continue, for the hon. Gentle- 
man himself, when he was President of 
the Local Government Board, called upon 
the Board of Agriculture to do this work. 
The hon. Gentleman tells us that the coun- 
try would have more confidence in the 
Local Government Board. All I can 
say is that the Board of Agriculture has 
done this work on the suggestion of an 
Irish Member, and under the direction of 
the right hon. the Member for West 
Monmouth. The country, so far as I 


know, has never expressed any opinion | 
for or against either of the Boards in | 


regard to the work of administration. I 
Sir Walter Foster. 
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am sure the work could not be better 
done than it has been by the Board of 
Agriculture. The result is that the intro- 
duction of adulterated imported butter, 


which was considerable when the- 
hon. Gentleman was at the Local 
Government Board, is at the present 


time, under the direction of the Board of 
Agriculture, reduced to nil. In fact, the 
great majority of the articles to which 
this clause applies belong to the adminis- 
tration of my Department. We have 
dealt with them on the initiation of my 
predecessor. and most successfully. We 
are only regularising the work initiated. 
in 1893. When my hon. friend said that 
he prefers the doctors of the Local 
Government Board to the vet.’s of the 
Board of Agriculture, he made a remark not 
worthy of himself. Obviously the latter 
have nothing to do with the control of the 
imports of food. I hope that the House 
will be content to leave in the hands of 
the Board of Agriculture, in a regularised 
form, the work they have hitherto dis- 
charged. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL : I think 
there is a great deal in what the hon. 
Gentleman says, and [ will support him 
if he goes to a Division. There is a very 
important change in this Bill so far as 
administration goes. The local authorities 
in the country have hitherto looked to 
the Local Government Board for the 
administration of the Foods and Drugs 
Act of 1875, and subsequent Acts. But 
if this Bill passes they will not know to 
which Board they will have to apply. _ If 
the right hon. Gentleman insists that this 
1st Section shall be under the control of the 


Board of Agriculture, he might, at any rate,. 


put the administration of the other parts 
of the Bill in the country under the control 
of the Local Government Board. If the 
right hon. Gentleman is prepared to do 
that, it would be a fair compromise. 
Under an important provision of this 
measure, the Local Government Board 
and the Board of Agriculture will have 
the right to appoint inspectors; but I 
hold that when the local authorities will 
not do their duty, it should be left to one 
Department of the State, and not to two, 
to carry out the work. 


Mr. STRACHEY: Iam not convinced 
by the argument of my hon. friend the 
late Secretary of the Local Government 
Board. 
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goes on the shoemaker’s principle that | upon them. Now, my second reason is 
there isnothing like leather. He says| this. We have been told repeatedly 
that the administration of the Local | that this Bill is grounded on the Sab to 
Government Board would command most | prevent fraud, and nothing else. That is 
public confidence. I can tell him that is | the justification for the Bill ; it cannot be 
not so. We who live in the country dis- | justified on the ground that it will pre- 
tricts are tired of the way in which the | vent competition. The prevention of 
Local Government Board carry out the | fraud is in the interest of the consumer, 
present Acts, and we should be very glad | and by Clause 2 of the Bill the Local 
to see this Act put under the Board of | Government Board is made the protector 
Agriculture. I certainly shall vote with | of the consumer and the Board of Agri- 
the Government on this matter. culture the protector of the interests of 
agriculture. It is very clear from the 
Mr. BRYCE: I have no favour or | words used by the Government that the 
affection in regard to one of these Boards | Board of Agriculture has no business 
or the other. But there are two reasons}in this matter and that the Local 
why it seems to me it would be better Government Board ought to have the sole 
if the administration were carried out | authority. 
by the Local Government Board rather | 
than by the Board of Agriculture. The | 
first is, that, after all, these proceedings, Sir R. B. FINLAY: The right hon. 
will depend very much on what is; Gentleman says that the local authority 
going on in the country, and on what is | is the proper authority to call the atten- 
discovered by the local authorities. When | tion of a Government Department to 
they discover that adulteration is going | what is going on. I quite agree with 
on, they will be the persons to set the that. But what we are now dealing with 
powers of the Act in motion. Clearly, {is the act of importing, an altogether 
the local authorities will naturally com- | earlier stage than that with which the 
municate with the Local Government | local authorities have to do. I therefore 
Board, for they are under the Board, and | submit that the first reason given by the 
for them to go to the Board of Agricul- | right hon. Gentleman is a very bad one. 
ture would be a very roundabout process. | And his second reason is not much better. 
It appears to me that it would-be in con-| It is based on the second section. He 
formity with good principles of admi- | says that the Board of Agriculture under 
nistration if the Local Government Section 2 is to look after the interests of 
Board were to take the place of the the farmers and endeavour to repress 
Board of Agriculture in every part of | adulteration. I can assure the right hon. 
the Bill, As to the second clause, the | Gentleman that he entirely misunder- 
issue between the Board of Agriculture | stands the second section. The Board of 
and the Local Government Board is quite | Agriculture has power to deal with any 
different, and I do not want to prejudice | agricultural products, but there may be 
it. The Local Government Board is to other articles which affect the interests of 
interfere in relation to any matter ap- consumers generally and which do not 
pearing to affect the consumer ; but the affect agriculture, and accordingly pro- 
Board of Agriculture is to come in in| vision is made that in any case where the 
relation to any matter which affects the | interests of the general consumer are 
general interests of agriculture—that | concerned the Local Government Board 
is to say, not to protect the consumer or | will interfere. 
trader, but to protect people who think | 
they are subjected to severe com-| 
petition ; and in their interests the Board; Sim CHARLES CAMERON: Taking 


of Agriculture is to set the Customs in | the analogy of Clause 2 you should have 


motion. | both Boards empowered to put the 
|Customs in action. As the Bill was 
*Mr. LONG dissented. | drafted there was no reference to the 


| Local Government Board in Clause 2, but 

Mr. BRYCE: The hon. Gentleman owing to the discussion that took place in 
appears to disclaim that interpretation | Committee, the overwhelming opinion of 
of the words in the Bill, but I do not see | the Committee was that the Local Govern- 
that any other interpretation can be put | ment Board should look after the interests 


‘VOL, LXXIV. [FourTH SERIES. ] 9 x 








1251 Sale of Food 


of the general consumer. The absurdity | 
of limiting the protection to the purely 
agricultural interest was seen, and it was 
agreed that the Local Government Board 
should be introduced. The result was to 
make Clause 2 the basis of a real anti- 
adulteration Bill. But what have we 
here? It was originally proposed under 
Clause 1 to deal with butter, milk, cream, 
cheese, and other milk products, and 
when the right hon. Gentleman the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture says, as 
an argument against ‘the adoption of 
my hon. friend’s Amendment, that the 
Local Government Board dealt only in 
butter in a pure state, he has butter on 
the brain. What we wanted was to have 
other forms of adulteration suppressed, 
and for that reason we wanted inspectors 
sent down by the Local Government 
Board in the interests of the general con- 
sumer. The logical and symmetrical way 
is to put this clause on all fours with 
Clause 2 


Mr. LOUGH: There is one clear point 
that should be considered by the Govern- 
ment before this discussion closes. The 
argument of the right hon. Gentleman is 
that the Board of Agriculture has been 
doing this work, but the right hon. Gen- 
tleman forgets that the Amendment he 
has carried into the Bill includes many 
other matters than agricultural produce. 
The Agricultural Board has not hitherto 
heen acting on statutory authority. We 
are now giving statutory authority, and 
applying it to every article of food, and 
therefore, are settling the matter on a 
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permanent basis. I trust the Government 
will give a more generous consideration to 
the Amendment, for it will tend to 
simplification of administration in the 
country if the work is done exclusively 
by the Local Government Board. 


Dr. CLARK: I am rather in the 
curious position to-night of having voted 
with the Government in every Division, 
but I certainly cannot support them 
in this case. Someone must move the 
Treasury in order that the Treasury may 
move the Customs officials. The ques- 
tion is, who is first to move them? Now, 
what Department will first know of the 
importation of any adulterated article ? 
The Board of Agriculture have no method 
of inspiration to tell them that something 
adulterated is coming in. The ordinary 
way of finding out adulteration is when 
the adulterated article is being sold, and 
it comes to the knowledge of the Govern- 
ment through the Inspector of the Local 
Government Board. There is no other 
way of getting information about it. Now 
you are going to take away the control 
from the Department which has hitherto 
had contro] of it and are going to have a 
divided authority, and all forms of food 
will pass under the Board of Agriculture. 
I donot see any reason why this change 
has been made. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 76 ; Noes, 
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Mr. STRACHEY moved an Amend- 
ment the object of which, he explained, 
was to provide that all milk, cream, or 
butter containing any preservative should 
be imported and sold as_ preserved, 
stating the amount of the preservative 
and the amount per gallon or pound of such 
preservative. The effect of the Amend- 
ment would be to let the general public 
know exactly what they were buying. 
He could not see what objection there 
could be to his proposal unless the Govern- 
ment took the line that the public should 
not know that they were buying sophis- 
ticated articles. 


Amendment proposed :— 
“In page 2, line 27, after the word ‘ health,’ 
to insert the words : ‘ But any milk, cream, or 


butter containing any preservative shall be | 
imported and sold as preserved, stating the | 


name of the preservative and the amount per 
gallon or per pound of such preservative.” — 
(Mr. Strachey.) 


Question proposed, “That those words | 


be there inserted.” 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : I think 
my hon. friend will agree that instead of 
the word “and” at the commencement of 
line 2, it would be better to  substi- 
tute “or.” 


Mr. STRACHEY : I have no objection. 


Amendment amended, by leaving out, 
after the word “imported,” the word 


“and,” and inserting the word “ or”— | 


(Mr. Humphreys-Owen)—instead thereof. 


Question. “ That the words, ‘But any 
milk, cream, or butter containing any 
preservative shall be imported or sold as 
preserved, stating the name of the preser- 
vative, and the amount per gallon or per 
pound of such preservative,’ be there 
inserted.” 


*Mr. LONG: I hope the hon, Gentle- 
man will not think it necessary to divide 
the House upon this Amendment. The 
law as it stands can deal with injurious 
preservatives, and the Amendment will 
only embarrass the trade. It is because 
there are some doubts as to whether pre- 
servatives are harmless or not that the 
Government have appointed a Committee 


to ascertain whether the use of these pre- | 


servatives is injurious. It is undesirable 
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to propose legislation of a troublesome 
character which will not have any com- 
pensating advantage, and which may 
seriously interfere with large businesses, 
If the result of the inquiry is to show 
that the use of preservatives or colouring 
matter is injurious, the question can be 
dealt with. 


Dr. CLARK : I do not think we ought 
to prohibit preservatives, but I think the 
_public should know whether they are 
buying a pure article or a mixed article. 





Question put, and negatived. 


*Sirn WALTER FOSTER: I desire to 
| move an Amendment on Clause 2, which 
refers not only to the Local Government 
Board but to the Board of Agriculture. 
The object of this Amendment is to keep 
| the Local Government Board in the posi- 
tion which it has hitherto held as the 
| controlling authority over the various 
/parts of the country as regards the 
administration of this Act. This clause 
| does not relate simply to agricultural pro- 
‘duce, but to articles of food and drugs 
generally, and it is therefore on all fours 
with the old powers exercised by the 
Local Government Board. I wish those 
powers to remain in the hands of the 
Local Government Board, and not to be 
in the hands of the Board of Agriculture 
as well. I do not think it is expedient to 
have two Government Departments inter- 
fering with the local authorities with 
regard to their administration of this Act. 
In my opinion, the words in question, 
which refer to “the general interests of 
the consumer” or “the general interests 
of agriculture in the United Kingdom,” 
suggesting as they do motives for the 
action of the Board, are destructive. of 
public confidence in an Act of Parliament. 
Every Act of Parliament ought to do its 
duty between every subject of the realm, 
without suggesting motives for action, and 
I do not wish this Bill to be an exception. 


Amendment proposed 


“In page 2, line 28, to leave out the words 
from the word ‘may’ to the word ‘direct,’ in 
line 32. ’—(Siv Walter Foster.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Simm Rh. B. FINLAY: I can to a certain 
| extent meet the hon. Member. I could 
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not accept the suggestion that only the 
Local Government Board should act, but 
I can meet the point raised by the hon. 
Member by striking out certain of the 
words objected to, so that the clause 
would then run that the Local Govern- | 
ment Board or the Board of Agriculture | 
may direct its officers to sample articles of | 
food, &c. 


Sale of Food 


CapTAIN SINCLAIR: To my mind the | 
Solicitor-General does not seem to meet | 
thewhole ofthe objection made by my hon. 
friend to the clause as it now stands. 
The intention of the Government must | 
he to entrust this matter either to one | 
Department or another, and the one that 
initiates the Act will no doubt have the 
administration of it. I should like to see 
the duties entrusted definitely to the 
Local Government Board and not to both | 
Boards. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL: I think 
the Government ought to consider this 
point, because if it is left under two) 
Departments it will be very difficult for 
the local authorities to put the law in 
motion at all. They will not know | 
which Department to appeal to. In my 
view the administration af this Bill ought 
to be given to the Local Government 
Board, which is in touch with the local | 
authorities day by day, and I think there | 
will be very great objection on the part | 
of the county councils to any dual con- | 
trol in these matters. 


Mr. BRYCE: Our objections to this | 
clause are not entirely removed by the | 
concession of the Solicitor-General, for | 
the clause has to be considered in con- | 
nection with Clause 3, and if the words | 
* Local Government Board or Board of 
Agriculture ” are retained we shall find a 
large series of duties alternating between | 
two Boards. There is no precedent for 
such duality. We shall have two Depart- | 
ments working independently of each | 
other, and two sets of inspectors, which | 
will greatly add to the general con- | 
fusion. I think the Government would | 
do wisely in accepting the Amendment of | 
my hon. friend. | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not understand 
that any Amendment is rnoved by the | 
Solicitor-General. 
was that the 


hon. Member 


{18 Juty 1899} 


and Drugs Bill. 1258 


the hon. Baronet the Member for Glasgow 
was withdrawn. 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: That is so. 


*Mr. LONG: The course taken by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite is not likely to induce 
the Government to make concessions. As 
the Bill was introduced the authority for 
carrying out certain powers was the 
Board of Agriculture, and to meet the 
objections of hon. Gentlemen opposite 
the Government assented to the insertion 
of the words “ Local Government Board.” 
Now we found that that concession is to 
be turned into a handle for the elimination 
of the authority which originally stood in 
the Bill. That is to my mind a most un- 
reasonable demand. We are prepared to 
stand by the Solicitor-General’s under- 
taking, but only on the understanding 
that it is accepted by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. If the House is to be asked to 
discuss that concession plus certain sug- 
gested additions, then we should much 
prefer to stand by the terms of the Bill 
as it is at present. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I certainly think 
that the Department which ought to deal 
with this matter is the Board of Agricul- 
ture. I think the Government would be 
well advised in striking out the words, 
whether the Amendment be pressed or 
not, because great difficulty has been 
experienced in getting local authorities to 


| carry out the provisions of similar Acts, 


and for my part I should prefer that the 
administration of the Bill should be in 
the hands of the Board of Agriculture. 


Mr. LOUGH: In Clause 1 we deal 
with ports of entry, and in Clause 2 we 
are dealing with localities and not with 
ports of entry, and in the operation of 
the clause it will be found as we go on 
more and more impossible to exclude 
local authorities from administration. 
The best system of administration will be 
to delegate to the Local Government 
Board the duty of galvanising local 
authorities into life. Responsibility 
should lie with that Board to secure 
uniformity of action. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somersetshire, E.) : 


It seems to me that the experience we 


What I understood | have had of the Local Government Board 
would | does not justify the agricultural commu- 
make a concession if the Amendment of | nity in considering that Board a repre- 
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sentative authority for their interests. | fail to see that that would be of any use 
One of the main objects of the Bill is to | if power to take action were withheld from 
look after agricultural produce in the | the Board. 


interest of consumer and producer. In | 
the 
authorities are required to give informa- | 
tion to the Board of Agriculture, and I 68. 
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Mr. STRACHEY : I contend that in 


cases where the analysis is in favour of 
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|reasons for believing that the local 
/authority is in default, and in those 
‘circumstances the local authority ought 
to pay. 


the local authority that local authority | 


should not be made to pay the cost. I 


Question put, and negatived. 


think this is an Amendment in the nature | 


of a compromise which the right hon. 


Another Amendment made. 


Gentleman might easily accept, and I beg | 


to move. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 3, line 3, to leave out the words of 
paragraph (4), of sub-section (1), of Clause 2.— 
(Mr. Strachey.) 


Question proposed : “That the words 
of paragraph (}) stand part of the Bill.” 


*Mr. LONG: I am afraid it would be 
impossible for me to accept this com- 
promise, for I think that to relieve the 
local authority which has been in default 
up to that moment, because a particular 


analysis found the article not to be adul- | 


terated, would be a very odd proceeding. 
lam sure the House will realise that if 
under the law as it stands the local 
authorities are to carry out the Acts, and 
are to be responsible for the expense, it 
would be a poor way to effect this. to tell 
them that if they would leave it to the 
central authority they would escape the 
cost. The Government Department can- 
not act at all unless they have prima facie 





Another Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 20, to leave out the words 
from the word ‘food’ to the words ‘the Board,’ 
in line 22.”—(Sir Walter Foster.) 


Question, “That the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the Bill,” put, 
and agreed to. 


Other Amendments made. 


Str CHARLES CAMERON : I desire 
to move the omission of Clause 4, because 
it makes a fundamental change in the 
existing law, and I very much prefer the 
law as it is. Under this clause the right 
hon. Gentleman takes the right of fixing 
the standards in regard to milk, cream, 
butter, and cheese. In the Act of 1872 
one part deals with adulteraticns which 
are injurious to health, and the other 
part deals with the adulterations. At 
the present moment, if an adulteration 
takes place, the law provides machinery 
for trying whether it is injurious to 
health, and the court decides this point, 
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and until such decision has been arrived | the case the advantages to be derived 


at these very serious penalties do not 
ensue. But under this proposal, in- 
stead of expert evidence being taken, 
the right hon. Gentleman, on his own 
responsibility, undertakes to declare that 
a certain admixture is injurious to health. 
I have no doubt this power is aimed at 
the preservatives in butter and milk, 
although there is a Committee now 
inquiring into this subject. I have no 
desire to labour the question, but the 
introduction of the words enabling the 
right hon. Gentleman to declare what is 
injurious to health in connection with the 
third section of the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1875, would effect such an 
important change that it must be 
regarded as a matter of very serious 
importance. I think attention should 
be called to this subject, and if the House 
desires that to be the law it should 
pronounce it with its eyes open. I beg 
to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 4, line 1, to leave ont Clause 4.°— 
(Sir Charles Cameron). 


Question proposed, “ That the words to 
the word ‘in,’ in line 5, stand part of the 


Bill.’ ” 


*Mr. LONG : I do not think that this 
clause lays down what is injurious to 
health. The House will remember that 
the appointment of a committee of 
reference forthe establishmentof standards 
of purity is a question in which a great 
deal of interest has been taken. ‘This 
subject was carefully inquired into by the 
Committee, and one of their reeommenda- 
tions was that a committee of reference 
for the selection of standards of purity 
should be appointed. When we took up 
the consideration of this question we felt 
that the difficulties in the way of carrying | 
out that recommendation were insuper- | 
able, and that great risks would be run if | 
such a committee were to be appointed ; | 
and that while undoubtedly this would be ! 


— 3 : 
‘from such a committee, if appointed, 


would be very doubtful. At the same 


| time, we felt that it was very desirable 


that something should be done to guide 
expert opinion upon these questions. We 
therefore adopted what is now contained 
in Clause 4 as a sort of compromise. 
Having arrived at the conclusion that it 
was desirable to appoint a committee of ex- 
pertsand others, we thought that committee 
would be able to examine these different 
questions, and advise us as to what ought 
to be the proper regulations. At present, 
unfortunately, there is occasionally a diffi- 
culty to be found in the difference of the 
opinion of the district analyst and the 
analyst acting for the Government 
What we hope is that there shall be esta- 
blished a presumption of what is to be 
pure food, and having got that we are 
hopeful that it will result in bringing to- 
gether the Government analyst and the 
district analyst and providing them with 
information of a definite character. We 
believe that by helping in this way we 


Shall be simplifying the procedure and 


making it more efficient. I hope the 
House will not consent to the omission of 


this clause. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER said that the 
clause whilst it proposed to raise the pre- 
sumption of standards did not show in 
what way that presumption was to be ob- 
tained. In his opinion the matter would 
have been much better dealt with by a 
Departmental Committee. He did not 
think the scheme proposed in the clause 
would work at all well, and therefore he 
would be very glad to see it omitted 


| from the Bill. 


Question put. 


The House divided:—<Ayes, 141; 
Noes, 44. (Division List, No. 282.) 
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Other Amendments made. 


Further consideration, as amended, de- 


ferred till To-morrow. 


UNIVERSITY OF LONDON ACT (1898) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Considered in Committee, and reported, 

Amendment; read the third 


without 


time, and passed. 
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Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lambert, George 
Lawrence,SirK, Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Llewellyn, Evan H.(Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 





Long, Col. Chas. W.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, Willian 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Killop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Morgan, Hon. F.(Monm/’thsh. ) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) ! 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdiga e, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


NOES. 


Evershed, Sydney 

Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo. ) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Holland,Win. H.( York, W. R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez Ed. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir Jehn 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 


METROPOLITAN 
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Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Rt, Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, 'T. W. (Tyrone) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stock, James Henry 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Valentia, Viseount 
Warde, Lient.-Col.C. E. (Kent) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Asht’n-under-L. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, .J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, RtHn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 
Young, Commander( Berks, E. ) 
TELLERS. FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Pearson, Sir, Weetman D. 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S. E.) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams,JohnCarvell ( Notts.) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Charles Cameron and 
Captain Sinelair. 


POLICE (SALARIES.) 


Resolution reported, “That it is ex- 


ment, 


pedient to authorise the payment, out 
of moneys to be provided by Parlia- 
of the 
sioner of Police of the Metropolis, the 
Receiver of the Metropolitan Police Dis- 


salaries of the Commis- 


trict, and the Assistant Commissioners of 


Police of the Metropolis.” 


Resolution agreed to. 
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Bill ordered to be brought in by Secre- 
tary Sir Matthew White Ridley and Mr. 
Jesse Collings. 
METROPOLITAN POLICE [SALARIES] 

(No. 2) BILL. 

“To amend the Law with respect to 
the salaries and allowances of the Com- 
missioner, Receiver, and Assistant Com- 
missioners of the Metropolitan Police,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. (Bill 
277.) 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD (IRE- 
LAND) [EXPENSES]. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
ment, out of moneys to be provided by Parlia- 
ment, of an annual sum, not exceeding £25,000, 
for the purposes of the Congested Districts 
Board (Ireland) Acts, including the payment 
of the salaries er remuneration of officers em- 
ployed by the Board, and the administrative 
expenses of the Board, in pursuance of any Act 
of the present session relating to the Congested 
Districts Board (lreland).” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid.) said 
he felt bound to enter a protest against 
the method adopted in those matters 
which affected both Ireland and Scotland. 
The Irish Bills were always brought for- 
ward, but the Scotch were left to take 
their chance. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness) also protested, 
but raised no objection so long as an 
amount equivalent to that given to 
Ireland by this Bill was given to Scot- 
land. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 


NAVAL WORKS [CONSOLIDATED 
FUND). 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, (1) That it is expedient to 
make further provision for the construe- 
tion of works in the United Kingdom and 
elsewhere for the purposes of the Royal 


{COMMONS} 


the House. 
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Navy, and to authorise the issue, out of 
the Consolidated Fund, of such sums not 
exceeding in the whole £3,100,000, as 
may be required for those purposes, and 
to apply the provisions of The Naval 
Works Act, 1895, and of The Naval 
Works Act, 1896 (as to the mode of 
raising money, and as to the application 
of surplus income) to the said purposes. 
(2) That it is expedient to amend the law 
with respect to the construction and use 
of tramways for naval purposes. 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 


EMPLOYMENT OF WOMEN OVERTIME 
IN WASHING BOTTLES, ETC. 

The following notice of motion stood on 

the Paper in the name of Sir JAMES 
RANKIN (Herefordshire, Leominster) 


“That the Order of the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, extend- 
ing to factories and workshops in which 
the washing of bottles for use in the pre- 
serving of fruit is carried on, the special 
exception (Employment of Women Over 
time) ought to be annulled.” 


*Si CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) asked when this 
motion would be taken, and stated that 
on the previous day many hon. Gentle 
men had made arrangements under the 
belief that it was definitely postponed 
until that day. It was a matter which 
was exciting a great deal of interest, and 
the right hon. Baronet thought it would 
be convenient if the right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the ‘Treasury could give 
a definite promise as to when it would be 
discussed, 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
KE.) thought it would meet the convenience 
of hon. Members if the matter, although 
appearing on the Paper, should be put off 
to some night when it could be taken at 
a fairly early period of the evening. He 
had some little: difficulty in fixing a day 
for its discussion, but he would endeavour 


| to fix an early date. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 17th day of this instant July, Mr, 
Speaker adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


House adjourned accordingly at 
One of the clock. 


<in Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the M. 


ember. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES), 
Copy presented, of Report of the 
Wednesday, 19th July 1899. Committee of Council on Education 
(England and Wales), with Appendix, 
1898-9 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. Table. 





Rea NAVY (ENGINES AND BOILERS OF 
BRISTOL GAS BILL [Lords]. SHIPS). 


| 

Lords Amendment to Commons, Copy ordered, “of Tables and Weights 
Amendments considered, and agreed | of Machinery, etc., of certain Ships of the 
to. | Royal Navy fitted with Water-Tube and 
Cylindrical Return-Tube Boilers ; together 
MIDLAND AND SOUTH-WESTERN | with the indicated Horse Power, Con- 
JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL. |sumption of Coal per Indicated Horse 
Lords Amendments considered, and | Power, and Speed obtained by them on 
agreed to. | Trials during recent years.” — (Mr. 

| Goschen.) 
OWENS COLLEGE, MANCHESTER, BILL 
(Lords), __ | Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon 
Read the third time, and passed, with- | the Table, and to be printed. [No. 282.] 
out Amendment. | 
| 


HUMBER CONSERVANCY BILL [Lords]. | 


As amended, considered; to be read | 
the third time. 


ROYAL NIGER COMPANY BILL. 
[SECOND READING.] 
wt Order for Second Reading read. 
PETITIONS. Motion made and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”——(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES). 
Petitions in favour, from Bradford, 

and Lee ; to lie upon the Table. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 

I confess I really cannot make out from the 
data which are given to the public by the 
POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) | Chancellor of the Exchequer what we are 
ACT, 1845. to pay to the company, nor do I be- 

Petitions for alteration of law, from | lieve the right hon. Gentleman, able 
Kincardine, and Banff; to lie upon the | financiér as we know him to be, would be 
Table. able to do so himself simply upon the 
papers which we have before us. Under 
TELEGRAPHS (TELEPHONIC COMMU- ordinary circumstances, if the House is 
NICATION, ETC.) BILL. to exercise any control, the matter would 
Petition from Edinburgh, against ; to be referred to a Select Committee, and 
lie upon the Table. that Select Committee would hear evi- 
dence on the subject. It is exceedingly 
TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. | difficult for us to form any opinion (and I 
say it with all respect to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer) upon the general 
speeches made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and upon the criticisms thereof 
RETURNS, REPORTS, &c. which have been advanced. The only 
fact that is absolutely clear to me is that 
we have got to pay the sum of £865,000. 
EAST INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND ESTI-| That is admitted. How, in the name of 
MATES, 1899-1900). wonder, is this sum made up? We have 

Copy presented, of Explanatory Memo- | first the balance-sheet, and then the 
randum by the Secretary of State for j administrative expenditure. The first 
India [by Command]; to lie upon the | balance-sheet is that of 1884. There we 


Petition from Oldham, against ; to lie | 
upon the Table. 





Table. i find that the capital of the company 
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amounted to 195,000 shares, which were 
given to some old company bought out 
by this company. A little lower down I 
see £115,000 expended for the goodwill 
of this old company in excess of this 
£195,000 worth of shares. The only 
shares that I can see sold for cash are | 
shares on which £2 was paid up, and that 
amounts to £133,350. Then we get into 
further difficulties when wecome tothe loan. 
The right hon. Gentleman tells us that a | 
portion of the money we have to pay is | 
for a loan of £250,000 which the company | 
was authorised to raise, and which was 
charged on the customs duties. In 1888 
this loan is stated at £133,000 and the 
interest at £6,050; but the greater part 
of the loan was actually held by the com- 
pany, and was unissued. It has been 
admitted by the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer that the shareholders were given 30 
ver cent. on their holdings as a sort of 
ong 


Royal Niger 


Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks-Bracu, Bristel, 
W.): Not as a bonus. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE : 
cent. was given to them, whether we call 
it a bonus or anything else, and, as I 
understand, that 30 per cent. went into 
the pockets of the shareholders. In no 
case was it expended on the service of the 
company. When you get to the balance- 
sheets you find quite a different story. 


The loan has sprung up to £250,000, and ' 


the interest is put down in the revenue 
account as £12,500 per annuum. I would 
like to know how much of that loan 
was really issued to the public, and what 
was done with it. Was it expended on 
the company or was it not’ Certainly 
the 30 per cent. could not have been. 


Sir M. HICKS-BEACH: Shall I 
explain now, or would the hon. Member 
prefer to complete his speech ? 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: If the right 
hon. Gentleman wishes to explain now 
he can, but as I have one or two more 
points perhaps it would be more con- 


venient that I should finish my speech. | 


So much forthe capital of the company. 
One of the things we buy from this com- 
pany is an assorted cargo of treaties, 
which they have made with divers chiefs 


and others in the interior of Africa. [' 


should like to know what was paid for 
Mr. Labouchere. 


{COMMONS} 


'of money per annum. 


Well, 30 per’ 
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these treaties. I presume something 
was paid, either in the form of cotton 
goods or gin, but certainly in regard to 
about fifty of them absolutely nothing 
was paid for them. The company have 
not bought them in any sort of way, 
but under them they assumed certain 
responsibilities, and, as I understand, this 
country has agreed to pay a certain sum 
The company 
have bought none of these treaties, 
and, therefore, they have nothing to 
sell. Then there is the question 
of the purchase of land. It appears 


| that certain lands on the Niger are to be 


bought from the company. Are we to 
understand that the company has all the 
lands on the Niger? Are we to suppose 
that they have acquired a species of com- 
mercial monopoly and can prevent others. 
from having landing and trading places 
on the Niger? That seems to me abso- 
lutely impossible. I do not suppose that 
these chiefs sold the whole of their lands. 
They gave the company, in all probability, 
a specific plot of land on which to build 
their trading station, but it cannot be 
supposed that the company own these 
lands in the sense that a person owns 
property in this country. If they do, 
how was it acquired? What did they 
pay for it? There is another point. The 
Government have agreed to pay to the 
company 50 per cent. of all the royalties 
they may exact—and these really are the 
speculative chances of the whole thing— 
in addition to the sum they pay down. 
Having done all this, and having given 
the company all these things, what do we 
get for the money we are paying? 
It appears to me we leave the company 
all the advantages it has ever possessed. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
stated that others will be able to trade 
there under the new order of things. But 
has the right hon. Gentleman himself read 
the charter? Is he aware that Clause 14 
specifically provides that the company 
shall have no sort of trade monopoly t 
Anybody may go there and trade with 
them under equal conditions. We leave 
the company the right to trade there, and 
we do not deprive them of any sort of 
monopoly. They never had a monopoly, 
and consequently they cannot sell one. 
We also give them, so far as I see, the 
pick of the landing places on the Niger, 
while we undertake the administration of 
the country and agree to pay all the ad- 
ministrative expenditure. Why, therefore, 
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we should be called upon to pay any | 
money at all I confess I do not know. I 

find on looking at the balance-sheet for | 
1898, the company expended in subsidies 

and on matters of administration £15,993. 

They will not have to pay that in the 

future. They paid for the constabulary | 
force £41,137, and for steamers, less the 

amount charged against the company for 

freight on their own goods, £29,527. 

They further paid £21,000 for salaries 

and £7,000 for home administration. On 

the other side—the revennue—the imports 

of the Royal Niger Company were 

£62,794. What does that mean? Does 

it mean the duties they collected on these 

imports! The exports were £48,981. 

Does that mean duty also 1 


Sir M. HICKS-BEACH was understood 
to reply in the affirmative. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: They received 
then this amount in duties as against their 
expenditure. [I presume we shall have 
those duties in the future. But is the 
right hon. Gentleman prepared to say 
that we shall be able to administer the 
country and pay all these subsidies and | 
constabulary and other expenses out of 
the total of £113,000? We know per- 
fectly well that the cost will be greater to 
the Imperial Government than it is to the 
company, which wants to earn as much 
dividend as it possibly can, and so | 
“skimps” its administrative expenditure 
as much as possible. We ought to have 
some explanation of all these matters, for 
with the information now before us we 
are not ina position to say whether the 
sum proposed to be paid to the company 
is fair or unfair. It seems to me, on 
such dufa as we have, to be an excessive | 
sum. Not only have the shareholders | 
already received an equivalent to a bonus 
of 30 per cent. on their holdings, but 
they are to receive an extra 20 per cent., 
as the shares are to be bought at a pre- 
mium of 20 per cent. I am not going to 
raise the point for the moment of the expe- 
diency of taking over this large territory, 
with its 30,000,000 of human beings, for 
whose good government we are making 
ourselves responsible, We are taking over 
these responsibilities because a charter 
was granted to certain persons to trade 
in this country, and our. Government 
agreed to treaties which the company 
made with certain chiefs in the interior 
of Africa, We have, solely in consequence 


{19 JuLy 1899} 


/manner in 
| brought on. 
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of this, to take over as part and parcel of 
the British Empire a huge district in 
Western Central Africa coterminous with 
the French frontier there, and which, in 


/my opinion, we had far better have left 


alone. I hope that this will be an object- 
lesson to the House and to all future 
Governments not to grant these charters. 
I do not think this particular charter is 
the sort of speculative, disreputable, 
gambling affair which is the case with 
that of the British South Africa Company, 
but still we are forced into taking all 
these responsibilities upon ourselves 
simply because we have granted a com- 
mercial charter to certain persons to trade 
in these districts. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I must protest against the 


which this Bill has been 
Wednesday is most incon- 
venient for many hon. Members, and I 
need only mention the case of the hon. 
Member for East Mayo, who has taken 
a very keen interest in this measure, and 
is opposed to it both in principle and in 
regard to its details. At this moment he 
is engaged on a Grand Committee up- 
stairs, and I daresay other hon. Members 
are in the same position. I came down 
here at twelve o'clock, but was called out 
by some of the many visitors with whose 


| presence we are favoured at this time of 


the year, and when I returned I found 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
moved the Bill simply by raising his hat. 
If it had not been for the vigilance of the 
hon. Member for Northampton it would 
have gone through its Second Reading 
without a single word of discussion. I do 
not think the right hon. Gentleman has 
dealt fairly with the House in bringing for- 
ward the Bill in that way. The matter is 
made worse by the circumstance that on 
the previous occasion when the question 
was before us stress was laid upon the 
fact that that was practically only a for- 
mal stage, and as a matter of fact a 
colleague of the right hon. Gentleman de- 
clared that while he would not vote on 
the subsequent stages of the Bill he felt 
entitled to do so then as that was a purely 
formal stage. The result is that this is 
practically the first opportunity since the 
formal stage the House has had of dis- 
cussing this question, and although the 
Bill involves nearly a million of money, 
and the acquisition of a large space 
of territory, and nearly 30,000,000 or 


222 
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40,000,000 of new subjects of the Crown, 
it is brought on at twelve o'clock on a 
Wednesday sitting at the fag end of the 
session. I agree with the hon. Member 
for Northampton that this chartered 
company has some favourable points of 
contrast with other chartered companies ; 


and I believe it has been free mainly from | 


stock-jobbing operations. At the same time 


I think I am entitled to make these obser- | 
‘vations. Some people are noted for their | 


virtues and some attain fame by their 
vices. I believe that the best argument 
‘in favour of this Bill is to be found in some 


of the acts which can be laid to the charge | 


of the company. I have asked several 
of my friends to speak in the discussion 


of the details of this measure, but the in- | 


variable answer has been that they are 
‘so relieved at the idea of the country 
‘being emancipated from the dangers and 
the practically unlimited responsibilities 


connected with a chartered company that | 
they are not going to look into the details | 
I interpret that as meaning that | 
the Royal Niger Company has done things | 


‘at all. 


which have been so dangerous to the wel- 


fare and safety of the country that people | 
are willing to get rid of it at any cost. 


The right hon. Gentleman in his opening 
speech gave, as one of the reasons why 
thig company ought to be bought out, 


tliat it had brought the country to the | 


brink of war with another nation. A com- 


pany which brings two great nations to | 


the brink of war is a company which we 
may very well be glad to be rid of, but 


that does not afford what I regard as a'! 
rational ground for giving one penny | 


‘more to this company than it is entitled 
‘to. 


Sirk M. HICKS-BEACH: The hon. 
Member is not quoting me fairly. I did 
not say the company was to blame; in 
the action which it took the company 
was only 
others. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman think it is a desirable 
position that a company in defending its 


rights—-I do not think it was defending | 


its rights, as a matter of fact—but does 
he think it right for a company to be in a 


position to imperil the peace of two great | 


‘empires, in defence of its pounds shillings 
and pence? That seems to me to bea 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


{COMMONS} 


defending its rights against | 


Company Bill. 1276 


| very extraordinary position to take up. 
| As a matter of fact, was the company 
| defending its rights? I think the com- 
pany was on many occasions exceeding 
its rights, and if it were not for the 
natural inclination of people to baek up 
their own countrymen, this company 
would have been condemned for many of 
| its proceedings. By the very terms of 
its charter the company was forbidden 
to exercise any monopoly. That very 
monopoly on which it relied, and in con- 
sequence of whicn it got into disputes in 
many cases, was in direct contradiction of 
the terms of the charter, because the 
fourteenth clause of the charter is in 
these words (the heading is “ Prohibi- 
tion of Monopoly”): “ Nothing in this 
charter shall be deemed to authorise the 
company to set up or grant any 
monopoly of trade; and subject only ” 
—and so on—“ but foreigners alike with 
British subjects will be subject to ad- 
ministrative dispositions in the interests 
of commerce and of order.” It clearly 
shows that thjs company had no right 
| whatever to a monopoly in these regions. 
My hon. friend has alluded to the treaties. 
I would just like the House to look at 
one or two of those treaties, and see how 
far they are in conformity with the 
terms of the charter ; but before I come to 
that point [ should like to deal with the 
relations of .this company to the Treaty 
of Berlin. The. heading of the clause is 
“ Conformity to Treaties,” and the words 
are: 


“The company. shall be subject to, and shall 
perform, observe, and undertake all the obli- 
gations and stipulations relating to the River 
Niger, its affluents, branches, and outlets, or 

the territories neighbouring thereto, or situate 
in Africa, contained in and undertaken by our- 
selves under the general Act of the Conference 
of the Great Powers at Berlin, dated the 
26th February, 1885, or in any other treaty, 
agreement, or arrangement between ourselves 
and any other State or Power, whether already 
made or hereafter to be made.” 


So that apart from the fact that this com- 
| pany is directly,prohibited from establish- 
ing a monopoly, it is also under the 
Treaty of Berlin, which at least agreed 
upon the free. navigation of the Niger 
River. Now let us look at the treaties, 
those treaties for which the company paid 
| very little, if anything at all, and which 
| we are now,.to acquire from them at a 

large price. ,. If the House will look at 
| pages 22 and 23 of this White Book they 
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will find specimens of these treaties. 
This is Form No. 1: 


“The National African Company, Limited, 
will reserve to themselves the right of exclud- 
ing foreign settlers.” 

In Form No. 2 we find these words : 


“The said company reserve to themselves 


{19 Jury 1899} 


the right of excluding foreign settlers other | 


than those now settled in the country.” 


lask the right hon, Gentleman, can the 
proviso in these treaties stand as in accord 
with the provision of the charter which 
prevents them having any monopoly, and 
with the terms of the Treaty of Berlin 1 
You gothrough all these treaties, andalmost 
the main provision is the exclusion of 
foreigners from these territories. The 
consideration, by the way, is almost 
always carefully left out, so that we do 
not know what shape it took or to 
what it amounted. I do not say that the 
Niger Company, in defending what the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is pleased to 
call its rights against others, was really 
going beyond the terms of its own 
charter, and giving just ground for com- 
plaint to other countries, but the best com- 
mentary on the manner in which it has 
carried out its work is afforded in these 
Papers. It would be a mistake to sup- 
pose that France is the only country that 
has had any reason to complain. English- 
men have had nearly as much reason to 
complain as Frenchmen, because the 
whole tendency of this‘company has been 
to destroy anything like competition 
with its operations in this district. There 
are some remarkable figures on the last 
page of this White Book, in the table of 
the revenue of the. Niger Company. 
“Imports: Royal Niger Company, 
£62,794; others, £260.” So that of the 
£63,054, all the rivals together of the 


Niger Company got exactly £260. 
“Exports: Royal Niger Company, 
£45,981”; no other person got any 


money whatsoever. On licenses, the Royal 
Niger Company got £480, while all its 
rivals got, under ‘ Miscellaneous,” was 
£790. It is clear from that that the 
Niger Company, by, as I hold, an entirely 
unjust extension of its rights, succeeded 
in destroying all competition whatsoever, 
not only of Frenchmen, but of all 
other nationalities also. That is the 
reason why I think I am_ justified 
in the statement that a great deal of the 
facility with which this Bill will be 
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passed through the Hause without any in- 
vestigation of its details is due to the 
sense of relief that the Niger Company 
is to be deprived of the opportunity of 
embroiling us with foreign Govern- 
ments, and of practically killing ail trade 
competition. I must confess that | am 
quite unable to reconcile the statement of 
the Government with the figures before 
me. The Under Secretary for Foreign 


| Affairs was asked the other day whether 


this £443,000 was all money paid up, or 
whether, to use a popular term, the stock 


Was in any way “watered,” and the 


answer was that it was all paid up money. 
I find in one of the financial papers a 
statement made—I do not know 
whether correctly or incorrectly 

that the whole sum paid up by the share- 
holders was £168,490. If that is so, I 
think they are making a very good 
bargain indeed under the terms of the 
proposal of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. My hon. friend has pointed 
out how the £443,000 is made up. I 
will just call the attention of the House 
again to these figures, because they are 
very remarkable. ‘To capital autho- 
rised, 100,000 shares of £10 each equals 
£1,000,000, of which 66,675 shares have 
been issued, and £2 per share paid, equals 
£133,350.” I understand there have been 
some more paid shares, which bring the 
sum up to that mentioned by the financial 
paper to which I referred, viz., £168,490. 
In addition to that, the company claims 


31,000 shares fully paid, making 
£310,000. As far as I can understand 


the accounts, these shares were given in 
return for the assets of two companies 
bought up by the Niger Company. 
Shares given for assets are very different 
from shares given for money down, and it 
is quite an abuse of financial terms to 
describe shares as money paid when they 
represent simply paper given to rival 
companies for their assets. What was the 
value of those assets? Everybody knows 
that ‘‘assets” is a very loose and elastic 
term, and I think the matter is one we 
ought to inquire into. I maintain the 
opinion I formed with regard to this pro- 
posal when it was first presented. I be- 
lieve the company is being over-paid. I 
believe you are buying the costly and 


losing part of the company’s concern, 


leaving to it practically intact the trading 
part, and finally I object to this Bill be- 
cause I believe it to be a most dangerous 
precedent for this House to adopt. 
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Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 


I had occasion to put a question to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer with refer- 
ence to the steamers that are to be taken 
over by the Government, and he referred 
me tothe schedules. I would now like 
toask the right hon. Gentleman a few 
questions with reference to the huge 
amount which is to be paid for the 
vessels named in the schedules. . In the 
first schedule there is a hulk at £1,100, 
another at £1,945, a steam launch at 
£800, another at £550, and hoats at 
£100, making a total of £4,495 in the 
first schedule. I would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman are these old hulks of wood or 
iron! If they are of wood they are 
pretty well rotten, and if of iren pretty 
well rusted. In the second schedule I 
find £6,900 for two hulks, which are 
vessels without rigging or engines, and 
have to be towed about. The only 
vessel which is being taken over is the 
“ Liberty,” valued at £9,590. Then there 
are five launches for which the large sum 
of £3,150 is to be paid, and two little 
pinnaces at £350 making a total of 
£24,395 in the two schedules to be 
given for four old hulks, seven steam 
launches, two pinnaces, and one steamer. 
I should like also to know’ whether 
the Goveriument is taking over the 
boats that stand on Lloyd's list in the 
name of the Royal Niger Company. 1 
find in Lloyd’s, seven or eight steamers, 
all a pretty large size, owned by the com- 


pany. Are these steamers being taken 
over? If not, the company has retained 


all its good steamers and handed over the 
old hulks. I think the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should give us a complete 
explanation regarding this matter. Are 
the company’s steamers standing in 
Lloyd’s list to be taken over 1 


Sir M. HICKS-BEACH : No, Sir. 
Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Then we 


are practically paving £24,395 for one 
steamer. The rest are hulks and pinnaces. 
If we are not taking over the other 
steamers in Lloyd’s list, the company is 
going to continue its business with the 
assistance of its most valuable steamers. 
I think we ought to have an explanation 
of the payment of £24,395 for these old 
hulks. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
I should like to ask a few questions re- 
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rarding this Bill as it affects the British 
Bickequer itself. The upshot of the 


‘matter as far as we are concerned is that 


we are adding to the debt of this country 
the sum of £820,000, which is to be paid 
off by terminable annuities in thirty years, 
It may be paid off in a different way to 
that in which the National Debt is paid off, 
but it is an additional burden on the 
country all the same. It is another in- 
stance of the manner in which the present 
Government is adding to the debt of the 
country. In addition to the £820,000 
there is a further sum of £45,000, and I 
should like to know whether a Supple- 
mentary Estimate is to be passed for that 
amount during the present session. 


Sin M. HICKS-BEACH : Yes, Sir. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Then that means 
that we are to have an addition of 
£45,000 tothe Estimate. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer told us in his speech 
that this amount would be debited against 
these territories, and he added that he be- 
lieved that before many years it would 
be paid off. I should lke to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman how far Clause 3 
in any way makes this sum a charge upon 
the revenue of these territories. Ido not 
know what the precedent for that clause 
may be, but, as I read it, it does not make 
it clear at all that this sum will be a 
debit on these territories. What it comes 
to is that when the territories are amal- 
gamated and the Budget is made up, the 
Treasury is to examine the accounts pre- 
sented by the Colonial Office, and in so 
faras the receipts from the territories 
administered by the company at the 
passing of this Act are in excess of the 
necessary expenses of the administration 
of those territories, that excess shall 
be paid into the Exchequer, but with 
this exception, that tne Colonial Office may 
say “Oh, no. We want this money for 
the improvement of these territor-es,” and 
the Treasury is to be empowered to 
agree. There may therefore be an 
administrative profit in a portion of 
this United Nigeria now administered 
by the Niger Company, and the Treasury 
may say “It ought to be paid into the 
British Exchequer in payment of the 
debt,” but the Colonial Office may step in 
and say, “No; we want this money for 
the development of these territories.” 
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Sir M. HICKS-BEACH: With the 


consent of the Treasury. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Certainly. But. 


is that placing a charge on the revenue of 
these territories? This clause gives no 
security to the British taxpayer that this 
money is to be made a real charge on the 
revenue of these territories. I think if 
it were meant to be a reality the profits 


should extend over the whole of United | 


Nigeria. I hardly think the clause as it 
stands carries out the intention of the 


Government, because it only applies to the 
territories administered by the company 
“at the passing of this Act.” That would 
not include Lagos and other territories. 
I should also wish for some information 
with regard to the future administration 
of these territories. Really, when we are 
asked to consent to pay £800,000 to buy 
up the Niger Company, I think we ought 
to have some kind of assurance from the 
Government not only that we are getting 


our money’s worth, but that we are to 


have some substantial improvement in the 
administration and government of the 
colony. We have only got some very 
meagre information from the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer with regard to the 
future administration of these territories. 


Str M. HICKS-BEACH: As I stated 
the other day, the future administration 
of these territories will be with the 
Colonial Office. I merely stated gene- 
rally the lines upon which the administra- 
tion would be conducted, and I referred 
hon. Members to my right hon. friend the 
Colonial Secretary for further details on 
the matter. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: We hope we may 
get them. As this is a very substantial 
and important part of the considerations 
on which we reject or accept the Bill, we 
have a right to obtain from the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer some fuller statement 
than we already possess. Tne Colonial 
Secretary stated that he would not take 


part in any further Divisions on this Bill | 


owing to the fact that he was a share- 
holder in the company, but that does not 
get rid of his responsibility. As Colonial 
Secretary it is his duty to come forward 
and state to the House the mode in which 
these territories are to be administered in 
the future, in order that we may be able 
to judge whether, if we do pay this large 


sum of money to buy out the company, | 
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| We are going to get value for it—if not in 
/money, then in the shape of better ad- 
| ministration and better government. That 
has a practical bearing on some of the 
details in the proposals of the Niger Com- 
pany. When the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer interrupted me, I was going to 
quote what he told us some time ago. He 
said that, 

“Throughout these territories, all inland 
customs frontiers will be abolished, and there 
will be perfect freedom of trade to all alike. 
There will be a common arms law throughout 
the whole region, and a common tariff, except 
that the importation of trade spirits into 
Northern Nigeria will be prohibited, as now. 
For the present, and until a healthy site for a 
capital can be selected and better means of 
communication provided, the territories will be 
divided for administrative purposes into three 
divisions, all under the control of the Colonial 
Office. One division will be Lagos, with its 
resent area; the next will be Southern 
Nigeria, composed of the Niger Coast Protec- 
torate and part of the Niger Company’s terri- 
tories, nearly half as large again as now; and 
the third, Northern Nigeria, composed of the 
rest of the company’s territories.” 

Then the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
told us, as he has already said, that 

“for any detailed statement of future arrange- 
ments for the government of ou: territories in 
this part of the world, [ think I ought to refer 
hon. Members to my right hon. friend the 
Colonial Secretary.” 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
admitted, therefore, that it was right and 
proper for Members to ask that some 
information should be given as to what 
was to be the future government and 
administration of these territories. I 
take it that they have to be amalgamated 
into one large territory, under one re- 
sponsible Government, which is to consist 
of three divisions. We have been told 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
in Northern Nigeria the prohibition of 
the importation of spirits which at present 
exists will still be continued. I ask him 
how that is to be done in the future, for 
he has told us that the part of the Niger 
Territory along the coast adjoining the 
Niger Coast Protectorate is to be amalga- 
mated with the third division, and there 
is to be one tariff law, and all customs 
limitations are to be broken down. If 
you break down all customs regulations 
between Northern Nigeria and the rest of 
the Niger Territory, how are you going 
to continue the prohibition of the im- 
portation of alcoholic spirits into Northern 
Nigeria? If you break down the cus- 


* 
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toms boundary, how on earth will it be 
possible to keep spirits out of Northern 
Nigeria? That shows how necessary it 
is that we should know something 
of the details of the regulations 
for the government and administration 
of these territories. How was it done in 
the past? It wasdone in this way: the 
Niger Company had control over a certain 
part of the Guiana from the mouth of the | 
Niger River, which is the chief entrance 
into this vast tract of territory, and they | 
therefore could and did enforce the pro- | 
hibition of the importation of spirits into 
Northern Nigeria. It is to the credit of 
the company, and it distinguishes them 
from any other trading enterprises in 
Africa, that all through their career they 
have taken a very strong and honest line | 
about the importation of spirits. We 
hear very much about the complaints of | 
other traders, but we must remember that | 
that trade jealousy was largely due to the 
Niger Company preventing these traders 
pouring spirits into that part of Africa. | 
The White Paper in the hands of hon. | 
Members tells us the imports and the | 
amount of revenue which the company: | 
derived from these imports, but it does 
not tell us the rates of duty imposed, and 
particularly the rate of duty on spirits. | 
My recollection is that when some Papers 
were presented to Parliament two years 
ago the rate of duties on spirits imposed 
by the Niger Company was three or four 
times 
Territory “of Lagos and by the Niger 
Coast Protectorate. Under this Bill you 
are going to equalise the tanff all over 
these territories, and to have the com- 
paratively low rate of 3s. per gallon on 
spirits. Now, what will infallibly ensue 
will be an immediate rush of the 
importation of spirits into the mouth 
of the Niger River, from which traders 
would get an entry into the interior 
of Africa, which has been hitherto 
practically closed, and you will be unable 
to maintain that prohibition of the impor- 
tation of spirits into Northern Nigeria 
which has been so profitable and com- 
mendable a feature m the policy of the 
company in the past. The Government 


Loyal Niger 


ought to realise the fact that the Niger | 


Company has been a great agency in 
keeping out the importation of spirits 
‘from that part of Africa. It was only 
yesterday that the Colonial Secretary in 
answer to the hon. Member for Flintshire 
stated that in 1898 the number of gallons 


Mr. Buchanon, 
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as great as that imposed by the | 
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of spirits imported was—into Lagos, 
1,366,794 gallons ; into the Niger Coast 
Protectorate, 1,164,108 gallons ; and into 
the Niger Company’s territories at the 
mouth .of the Niger, 176,068 gallons. 
'Therefore you have imported into the 
| Niger Company’s territories only about 
|a tenth of the amount of spirits imported 
|into Central Africa through Lagos, or 
| through the Niger Coast Protectorate ; ; Or 
one twentieth of the amount that goes 
| through the ports of both these terri- 
‘tories combined. If you are going to 
abolish all customs restrictions, 1 cannot 
see how it is possible that we shall not 
have a largely increased amount of impor- 
tation of spirits into that part of Africa, 
and how it will be possible for the 
Government to maintain the prohibition of 
| the importation of spirits, which is one of 
‘the inducements held out to us to pass 


‘this Bill. 
| Genera LAURIE (Pembroke) : There 


|is one provision in the Bill that does not 
|appear to me to be very well advised, 
and that is that the amount to be paid to 
the Niger Company is to come out of the 
Consolidated Fund, and to be made a 
| charge against the territory. I have 
lived in many colonies in various stages 
of development, and I hold that this  pro- 
posal contains the seed of future trouble, 
and for this reason, that when Local 
Government is established, as no doubt 
it will be in time, a ready grievance 
will be furnished to agitators, who 
will say, ‘ We are asked to pay tribute 
to the mother country.” The reason for 
the advance of this money will be 
forgotten ; all that will be remembered 
will be that so much money is to come 
out of the revenues of the country, and 
to be paid over to the Imperial Treasury. 
It would be very much better if the 
colony were at once to create a debt of 
its own, due to private individuals, and 
not to the Imperial Exchequer. If that 
were done, no complaint could be made 
| against the mother country appearing as 
a creditor. I cannot imagine anything 
‘worse than the mother country heing a 
creditor of any of-our dependencies. Of 
course, I quite understand that the 
; colony of Nigeria could not borrow at 
ithe rate that the mother country can 
borrow, but with a guarantee given by 
the mother country, I can see no 
difficulty in the debt charge being made 
jno greater than if the mother country 


| 
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raised the money; and there would in 
future be no occasion for charges of 
oppression from Downing Street, or from 
the Government at home. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): There is general 
agreement, [ think, with the principle 
contained in the Bill, namely, that it is 
an advantage to the country that this 
Chartered Company should cease to act. as 
an administrative body, and that the 
Crown should take control over Nigeria. 
That is perfectly clear ; for we have the 
responsibility of the international rela- 
tions with France and Germany, and we 
ought to have the power to enforce our 
government completely in regard to that 
district. Then, the case for many 
years against the Niger Company 
was that it had a monopoly of 
trade, and it is about time that that was 
brought to an end. On the general 
political principle, therefore, and on the 
general commercial principle, [ am bound 
to say that there is no possible objection 
to the Second Reading of the Bill, and [, 
for one, will give it my support. But | 
think that there seems to be a good deal 
of force in some of the criticisms on points 
of detail. The hon. Member for East 
Aberdeenshire pointed out thatthe validity 


and goodness of the bargain with the Niger 


Company depends largely on what we pro- 
pose to do with the country when we have 
obtained it. He has pointed out that under 
the very unfortunate circumstance of the 
Secretary of State, whoischiefly responsible 
for this arrangement, being hampered in 
taking any part in regard to these matters, 
we are left in total ignorance as to what 
is proposed. I think the point raised 
by my hon. friend is a very good one 
indeed, and one on which we are entitled 
to information—I allude especially to 
what he said about the liquor traffic. As 
things stand, we are actually placing our- 
selves in this position—that we shall have 
a greater trade in spirits throughout 


‘Nigeria under the Imperial Government 


than we had under the auspices of the 
Chartered Company. There is also 
another point. ‘The Chartered Company, 
greatly to their credit, have entirely 
abolished and prohibited the status of 
slavery. Perhaps the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs will inform the House 
whether the other parts of Nigeria 
will be brought up to the standard of the 
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Chartered Company in that respect 


Though I am not opposing the Second 
Reading, I think we are entitled to 
thoroughly scrutinise the financial pro- 
posals of the Government, and to ask for 
further information than that contained 
in the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and the 
Papers before us. I have studied these 
Papers as carefully as I can, and I am 
bound to say that they throw very little 
further light on the explanation given by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. I have 
no doubt that there is a complete ex- 
planation on the part of the Treasury as 
to the terms on which they propose to 
purchase this company. The Treasury 
can very seldom be accused of excess of 
generosity, but as far as the Papers go, I 
am bound to say that the sum proposed 
for the purchase of the company appears 
to me somewhat excessive. What, prac- 
tically, is that sum? The company are go- 
ing to have their debt paid, and in addi- 
tion they are to get a bonus of £50,000 ; 
and they are going to have the whole of 


their capital re-paid, and in addition 
£70,000. You are going to relieve them 


of their administrative expenditure, which 
has landed them into a deficit during the 
last twelve years of £24,000 a year, and 
they are going to retain the whole of 
their trade profits, and we are to take 
over from them that part of their busi- 
ness which has involved them in a loss. 
I do not say that these terms 
may not be proper terms, but I 
think they require some justification 
before we commit ourselves to them. I 
entirely agree that we ought to treat the 
Chartered Company with liberality and 
even generosity, because it has, on the 
whole, dealt properly with such important 
questions as slavery and the liquor traffic, 
and really deserves generous consideration 
on the part of this country when we come 
to buy it over. But that does not in any 
way justify us in abstaining from scruti- 
nising the terms proposed by the Govern- 
ment, so that we may not buy a pig in a 
poke. The proposal of the Government 
is, as I understand it, substantially this : 
the total capital assets of the company 
amount to £750,000, and they are to 
receive the sum of £860,000, so that they 
practically get a bonus of £100,000. The 
assets are divided. into four items. The 
first item is £115,000 for certain boats, 
stores, etc., which the Government are 
taking over. I think it is quite right 








1287 


that when the Government take over the 
administration of the company they 
should buy from the company that stock 
which has to do with the administration 
of the company. I am quite incapable of 
saying whether £115,000 is or is 


Royal Niger 


not a fair sum. My _ hon. friend 
the member for Gateshead pointed 
out one or two items, which may 


or may not be excessive; but this is a 
matter for examination on the part of the 
Treasury. For my part, I think the sum 
of £115,000 is, on the whole, a fair sum. 
The next item is a debt of £250,000, for 
which the holders are going to receive 
£300,000. This requires some explana- 
tion. According to the balance-sheet, 
£133,000 is in the hands of private 
holders, while the other £117,000 is in 
the hands of the company. I can under- 
stand the proposal as regards the £133,000 
in the hands of private holders, but I 
think we are entitled to some explanation 
as to why we should, upon the £117,000, 
which is in the coffers of the company itself, 
pay this bonus of 20 per cent. Then 
there remain the other two items— 
namely, £300,000 for unexhausted im- 
provements, and £150,000 for the pur- 
chase of land and minerals. As regards 
the last item, I think there is a great deal 
of force in what fell from my _ hon. 
friend the Member for Northampton, 
that there is absoiutely no attempt 
to give us the basis on which the land 
and the minerals are valued, in order 
te show us whether they are worth 
£150,000 or £10,000. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequor himself said that as 
regards minerals none had vet been dis- 
covered, but that it was possible they 
might he discovered. Still, he practically 
said it was a prospective matter alto- 
gether, and Ido not think therefore we 
can put their value very high. In addi- 
tion to that-—and this is really the point 
on which I trust the Government will see 
their way to make some alteration when 
we come to the Committee stage—the 
company are to retain 50 per cent. of 
any royalty charged by the Crown in 
respect of minerals for 99 years. I 
think that will hamper very considerably 
the action of the Government with regard 
to minerals, and I would suggest that it 
would be very much better to buy out the 
interest of the company altogether. 


these lands and minerals have been 
bought out of the trading profits of the 


Mr. Sydney Bueton. 
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The | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer said that | 
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company. I find that during the twelve 
years of its existence the trading profits 
of the company have amounted to 
£70,000, so that it is clear that if the 
lands and minerals were bought out of 
trade profits, a very excessive sum is 
being paid for them on this part of the 
account. I think the House ought to re- 
member that the finance of this company 
is divided into two parts. There is the 
trading concern and there is the adminis- 
trative concern. On the trading concern 
there is a very fair profit, but on the 
administrative concern there is an annual 
loss of £24,000. Why should we pay 
£300,000 to this company for relieving 
them of that which at the present moment 
entails upon them an annual loss of 
£24,000? I think the company ought to 
have paid something to the Government 
for relieving them of this particular item. 
I do not think the company should 
receive any compensation for the loss of 
the monopoly, because in the first place 
they were prohibited from obtaining it; 
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and in the second place, having 
obtained it, they have — enjoyed 
the benefit of it for twelve years, 


I quite agree that we ought to give a fair 
price for the purchase of the company, 
but I do not think we should give an 
exceptional one, and upon that point J 
should like to ask the right hon. Gentle 
man on what basis does he fix the 
value of the lands and minerals, and 
on what grounds is he going to pay the 
company £300,000 for an annual loss of 
£24,000. Upon the point as to whether 
the Government are paying a fair price, 
the market price of the shares of the 
company is a very good test of a bargain 
of this description. I went to the trouble 
of looking up the prices, and I found that 
while, in July two years ago, a £10 
share was worth between £10 and £11, 
at the present time it is worth just double. 
Therefore, | do not think the terms are 
excessive, but I think the House is 
entitled to some further explanation from 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. I think he should 
supplement the statement which he made 
the other day, and give us something more 
than the confusing and limited accounts 
which he put before us. I trust he will 
be able to prove to us that the country is 
not paying too high a price for this Niger 
Company. 
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*Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 


When the subject matter of this discus- | 


sion was before the House in the form of 
a Resolution I voted against it. I 
took that course not from any hostility 
to the object of the Resolution, but 
because I thought it was not a proper 
thing for this House to bind _ itself 
to a large expenditure without having 
the information before us upon which we 
could arrive at a just judgment. We 
have now the substance of the resolution 
before us, and I am not inclined to 
oppose the Bill. The considerations 
before the House are twofold. Ought we 
to take over the administration of the 
territories hitherto administered by the 
Royal Niger Company, and, if so, are we 
getting value for the price we are asked 
t») pay! Now, in tke first place, 1: 
certainly seems to me that sooner or 
later it was inevitable that the Govern- 
ment should take over the administrative 
functions of the Company. No one who 
has followed intelligently the course of 
events during the last two years can 
have failed to be struck by the 
great danger with which this country 
has been threatened by the incursions 
and alarms of the French in those terri- 
tories which were known to be under 
British protection. Nowhere in the 
world since the accession to power of the 
present Government have we been as 
near to war, I venture to assert, as we 
were over territorial questions in the 
vicinity of the Niger bend. I apprehend 
that I should be out of order if I were to 
try to trace these troubles to the graceful 
concessions that opened the door of 
Africa to the French as far inland as to 
Lake Chad, or to ask how the French 
came to be there. There they were, and, 
through their presence in those regions, 
they undoubtedly for a time became a 
great menace to the peace of the world. 
This great danger was @ue not, as has 
been contended, to imprudences or to 
action on the part of the Niger Company, 
but to the hostility of the French who in 
1895 were formally advised of our Pro- 
tectorate in the regions affected. But 
had we had Imperial representatives there 
instead of a mere company of traders, it 
is hardly conceivable that the French 
would have pushed their pretensions or 
their troops so far. But if the transfer 
of the administration of those territories 
was urgent before, it became, in my 
opinion, imperative when the Anglo- 
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French Convention was signed last year. 
If I recollect rightly, under that conven- 
tion it was agreed to give to France two 
enclaves —— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must not go into details. He 
can refer generally to the risk of disputes 
but must not review the history and etfect 
of the convention. 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK: I was merely 
going to say that under those circum- 
stances and upon other grounds which 
might be named, such as the creation of 
Imperial force upon the West African 
Frontier, it became essential on the part of 
the Government to take over these terri- 


tories. That being so, the only question 
that remains is the price which the 


country is asked to pay the company 
for the consideration with which they 


part. Is the Government asking the 
country to pay too much ? I should 


approach a question of that kind in no 
niggling spirit. We are taking over 
territory which has been administered by 
the company for some fifteen years. They 
have had all the difficulties to encounter. 
It is not the case of a company who 
have done nothing; their trade for the 
last seven years has averaged something 
like a million sterling. The Niger bend, 
as it is called, is one of the richest districts 
in the whole of Africa. Bearing these 
things in mind, I do not think that the 
sum named is exorbitant. If the Govern- 
ment had gone into the country fifteen 
years ago, and had endeavoured to obtain 
and administer the extensive territories 
in question, it would have cost the country 
a vastly greater sum than it will now 
have to expend. I will not further 
detain the House upon the merits of the 
matter, but I «desire to point out that 
there is no schedule to the Bil! I 
think this is an omission of which 
we have reason to complain. Without 
a schedule it will be impossible for 
any hon. Member who thinks that any 
item should be reduced or deleted to 
move a reduction. I shall only add that if 
my honourable friends should press the 
question to a division I shall certainly 
support the Government upon the general 
policy. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
It seems to me that this is either a large 
political question or it is nothing at all. 
If it is a large political question we 
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cannot. be too nice in the actual sum | 


which we are to pay for taking over the 
government of this new province. 
are buying the new province, and there- 
fore you cannot haggle over small sums of 
money. Ithink, however, something can 
fairly be said about the terms on which 
we are to buy it. I do respectfully 
submit that the cost of the administra- 


tion which we are going to substitute for | 
|}made up by the British taxpayers, in 


the present administration ought to be a 
part of the bargain, and it camot be kept 
out of that bargain. I think it is the 
business of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to say what he is going to do 
with the horse when hehas bought it. In 
the Treasury Minute which sanctions 


this bargain it is stated that the 
Government ‘will receive a royalty 


on the minerals. It may be said that, 
financially, this is a bad bargain, although 
the financial ground is not the one on 
which the question can be adequately 
dealt with. I notice that the cost will be 
something like £24,000 a year, and 
therefore we are going to pay the com- 
pany £865,000 for the right of perma- 
nently paying £24,000 a year. That. is 
practically what we are doing, and it may 
be a very good bargain. We paid millions 
under similar circumstances at the begin- 
ning of this century to the Russians, the 
Prussians, and the Austrians, and [ do 
not think anyone will question that the 
money was well spent. In regard to 
Clause 3, it is provided that a certain 
shadow of a shade of a sum shall, under 
certain undefined circumstances, come 
back to us in alleviation of this sum 
which we are going to raise. I wish the 
House to understand that by this measure 
it is adding £850,000 to the National 
Debt. It is suggested that we shall get 
something from these territories, but what 
are we to get? It is something which 
entirely depends upon the mind of the 
Treasury which has the power of deter- 
mining whether the receipts are in excess of 
the necessary expenditure, and the Trea- 
sury itself determines what the necessary 
expenses are to be. It is also provided 
that a certain sum shall be applied to the 
improvement of the Colony, and what 
sort of sum does the House imagine will 
be left when all these reservations have 


been met ? Hitherto the cost of governing | 


the place has been £24,000 a year, and 

do the Government su ppose that it is 

going to cost them any less? In all pro- 

bability it will be more, for possibly every 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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servant who was employed by the Niger 


| Company, and who will become a servant 
We) 


of the Crown, will want an increase in 
wages, and I do not see how Her 
Majesty’s Government are going to govern 
the territory cheaper than the company 
did. Consequently, I cannot imagine 
that there will be a farthing left to come 
back to the Exchequer, and my belief js 
that this sum of £865,000 will have to be 


addition to which you will have to finda 
permanent and increasing charge for the 
government of this new province which 
we have bought. That is undoubtedly 
what we must expect, and nothing else. 
My belief is that without haggling over 
the details of the bargain, and without 
going into the cost and value of so many 
innaces or so. many steamers, the case 
* been very much overstated. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I understand that a 
question has been asked by the hon. 
Member for Poplar as to the future 
administration of the territories that we 
are about to take over. Perhaps with 
the permission of the House I may be 
permitted to say a few words upon that 
subject. It is intended, after all the 
negotiations are completed , that three 
Governments shall be formed the 
Government of Lagos, the Government 
of Southern Nigeria, which will include 
the lower portion of the Niger Company’s 
territories and the whole of the Coast 
Protectorate, and the third Government 
is that of Northern Nigeria. With re- 
gard to Lagos and Southern Nigeria, the 
present Governors will remain to adminis- 
ter the territories, and it is proposed to 
appoint Colonel Lugard Governor of 
Northern Nigeria, but at the same time 
the whole of the Customs duties of the 
three districts will be identical. There 
will be two coast districts, and no Cus- 
toms barrier will exist between the coast 
districts and Northern Nigeria. ‘The re- 
ceipts of the Customs will be “ pooled” 
and divided from time to time in proper 
proportions between the three admini- 
strations. We hope by making changes 
in the character and nature of the Cus- 
toms, especially in regard to certain 
details, to remove obstacles which have 
hitherto stood in the way of trade, and 
we think that can be done without any 
additional expense. It is true that there 
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will be a deficit in the first instance upon 
the total revenue and expenditure of the 
three Governments, but I do not think it 
will be a large one, even at first, and we 
have every reason to hope that with the 
jncrease of ‘trade that deficit will dis- 
appear. At the present moment the 
returns from Lagos and the Niger Coast | 
Protectorate are very satisfactory. The 
trade there is rapidly increasing, and we 
have no reason to doubt that when the 
monopoly of the Niger ‘Company is 
abolished trade will very largely increase 
in their territory also. Of course, an 
immense deal will depend upon the ex- 
tent to which we are able to improve 
communications. We are doing that 
already to ‘a very considerable extent in 
Lagos, where a railway is making its way 
gradually from the Niger to the coast, 
and already that is having a very marked 
effect upon the course of trade. For my- 
self, I believe that the whole of the trade 
which for centuries almost has come down 
from the north of Africa to Sokoto, 
Bornu, and to the other great markets, 
will ultimately come the shorter and more 
convenient way from the coast of Nigeria, 
and will therefore come largely into our 
hands ; and although [ do not want to be 
too sanguine in a matter of this kind, 
which is largely a subject of specula- 
tion, I do not think that even as 
a pecuniary bargain the country will 
have any reason to regret the change 
they are asked to assent to. I am 
asked how this will affect the regulations 
with regard to spirits. It is intended 
that the duty which has been recently 
raised shall be identical for the coast dis- 
tricts, and that so far as the northern | 
district is concerned the sale of spirits | 
shall be absolutely prohibited, and I have 
under consideration a series of Ordinances 
which will be passed for the coast districts | 
and Northern Nigeria in order to secure , 
the execution of that arrangement. 
Colonel _Lugard has, made a further pro- | 
posal which I am inclined to regard very 
favourably. It is to make between Nor- 
thern Nigeria and Southern Nigeria what 
I may call a neutral zone, in which, while 
spirits would be allowed to be sold, they | 
would not be allowed to be stocked, and | 
the effect of that would be that it would | 
be almost impossible to carry spirits up | 
into the northern district. If we can | 
make that arrangement it will very 
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difficulty which exists in carrying what 
after all is rather a bulky product, we 
shall have no real difficulty in preventing 
spirits ascending beyond the point we 
desire. At the present moment, as the 
House is aware, we have just raised the 
duty on spirits by 50 per cent., and the 
duty on spirits in the territories of the 
Crown, including those of the Royal 
Niger Company, is now higher than in 
the adjoining territories of Dahomey and 
the German province. The duty is now 
uniform in the three territories. I do 
not, however, look upon the point at 
which it stands as necessarily the limit. 
I hope that from time to time it will be 
still further raised, but, of course, we 
have to be careful in raising it that 


we do not encourage . smuggling 
from the adjoining provinces. We 
might perhaps reconcile ourselves to 


a very considerable reduction of the 
trade in spirits, but unfortunately that 
trade in spirits goes with trade in cottons 
and other manufactures, and if our traders 
were unable to supply the spirits to which 
the natives were accustomed they would 
lose their trade in other goods as well: 
Therefore, it is a matter which we have 
very ‘carefully to consider, but as to 
which I think the House will agree that 
it would be unwise to proceed too rapidly 
in the direction in which we are going. 
I may say that, although the consumption 
of spirits is large—too large, I think, in 
this district—yet still it is very much less 
than it has been in past years. Con- 
siderable steps have been taken to reduce 
the consumption, although the territories 
themselves have greatly increased.  [ 
think the hon. Gentleman also raised a 
question with regard to slavery, and he 
pointed out that in the Niger Company’s 
territories the legal status of slavery has 
been abolished. No doubt that was a 
most excellent arrangement, but at the 
same time I must point out that it 
is to a large extent a ‘paper ar- 
rangement, because in a very large 
portion of this gigantic country of 
Sokoto and Bornu no white man _ has 
ever been, and nothing like the control 
has been established which would enable 
us to interfere in any way with such a 
matter, for instance, as domestic slavery. 
We cannot shut our eyes to the fact that 
what is called domestic slavery exists, 
and has existed for many years, not only 


materially assist our control of the trade, | in such places as Sokoto and Bornu, but 
and, having regard to the very great also in parts of India and in the hinter- 
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lands of all African colonies, and I think 
it would be absurd to give the House any 
impression that that can be totally or 
immediately changed. What 
do, of course is to influence the customs 


of the country as far as that is possible, | 


and, as our effective control extends, so 
also will extend our laws and arrange- 
ments with regard to slavery. In the 
meantime, what we are doing is some- 
thing the effect of which can hardly be over- 
estimated. We are destroying everywhere 
in our protectorates and in our spheres of 
influence, as well as in our territories, slave 
raiding, and it is slave raiding which has 
heen the great curse of Africa. If at the 
present moment Africa is one of the least 
populated of continents, it is entirely be- 
cause of the perpetual destruction of life 
and the insecurity both of life and pro- 
perty which have resulted from the pro- 
cess of slave raiding, which at one time 
was universal throughout the whole 
country. We have put a stop to that in 
many of our colonies ; we are continually 
proceeding in that direction, and it will 
be one of our first duties to absolutely 
prohibit and prevent it in the lands of the 
Royal Niger Company, and in all terri- 
tories over which we exercise control. I 
think that-is all I have to say in answer 
to the hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chestertield): A statement has been 
madeto-day, and has not been contradicted, 
that two years ago the shares of this 
company were worth only £10 in the 
market, but that in consequence of the 
knowledge of the exceedingly liberal 
arrangements come to with the Govern- 
ment the price has now risen to £20. 
We are now asked to sanction the pay- 
ment of £850,000 to this company, but 
we have had no evidence during the ten 
or twelve years that the company has 
existed as to the income the expenditure 
of this £850,000 will bring to us as a 
trading concern. We are leaving them 
the most profitable part of their business. 
I wish to know what are the responsi- 
bilities of the company to the French 
Government, and whether the British 
Government will take over the responsi- 
bilities. I should also like to 
whether in all parts of the territory that 
is to be taken over absolute free trade 
will be given to the Liverpool mer- 
chants, and whether anything will be 
done to prevent the use of spirits as a 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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While I am in 
favour of doing away with this and all 
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other chartered companies, I think that 


as honest, straightforward business men 
we should only pay a reasonable price, 
I congratulate the Colonial Secretary on 
the measures he has taken in regard to 
the slave trade. He has very properly 
endeavoured to put down slave raiding, 
and I hope he will continue his efforts 
I hope we are not going to hand this 
territory over to the control of the 
Foreign Office, which has acknowledged 
the legal status of slavery in East Africa. 
The Colonial Office in this matter has 
always exhibited a very much higher 
moral code than the Foreign Office. 


*Sir M. HICKS-BEACH : This Debate 
has continued for a considerable time, and 
many hon. Members have addressed the 
House, but I think their agreement about 
the principle of this Bill has been practi- 
cally unanimous. I do not understand 
that even the hon. Member for Northamp- 
ton considers that things should be left 
as they are, and that the Niger Company 
should be allowed to retain its charter, 
I think we are agreed that the charter 
must be revoked, that the company must 
be deprived of its administrative rights, 


, and the full control of the government of 


this country set up in these territories in 
its place. And _ therefore the only 


‘question before the House as to wh‘ch 


I need say anything is the price which 
is to be paid for the revocation of the 
eharter. Now I think hon. Members 
are a little hard on me in that matter. 
If must be remembered that this, as has 
been stated in the course of the Debate, 
is an act of high policy. In 1886 this 
charter was granted, and, so far as I am 
able to judge, I think it was rightly 
granted at that time. It is now consi 
dered necessary, in the interests of the 
territories and of this country, that it 
should be revoked, and it is impossible 
that it can be revoked without consider- 
able payments to the company that 
possesses it. By universal consent they 
have deserved well of their country. 
There can be no reasonable doubt what- 
ever that, but for the work that they have 
done, the great artery of the Niger and 
the territories adjoining it would now not 
be in our hands, but in the hands either 
of Germany or of France. Therefore, in 
dealing with them, I entirely deprecate 
what I must refer to as the “higgling” 
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policy of the hon. Member for Poplar, 
who desires to go into all the minutiz of 
the payments which we are to make to 
uhe company, instead of dealing with 
them in that generous spirit which I 
think the House and the public desire. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I particu- 
larly said that I thought they deserved 
generous treatment ; but I think the House 
is entitled to have an explanation in regard 
to certain sums proposed to be paid. 


*Sir M. HICKS-BEACH: I am about 
to give that explanation, but I must say 
that the criticisms of the hon. Gentleman 
were not in accordance with his general 
statement. It must be remembered, 
also, that the company are by no means 
anxious that any change should be made. 
They have never asked for any change, 
and they would be better off from their 
point of view if they were allowed to 
continue in their present position. And 
therefore it is solely on the ground of 
public policy that I make the proposal 
to revoke this charter. The hon. Member 
for Northampton distrusts this company 
as well as any other company. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Not so much. 
*Sin M. HICKS-BEACH : I am _ very 


glad he draws some distinction, but he 
went through the financial history of the 
company and asked me questions—which 
Ido not complain of—-on several points 
with regard to it. I must repudiate any 
responsibility for the balance-sheets of the 
company ; itis not my duty to explain 
them, and I do not propose to attempt to 
do so. I have placed them before the 
House for consideration in common with 
the other papers. But when the hon. 
Member suggests that the capital of the 
company is watered capital I must say 
that in my judgment he is entirely wrong. 
No doubt the Royal Niger Company has 
amalgamated with it other companies and 
traders on the Niger, and it has paid 
them for their assets in shares of the 
company, as it naturally would have done. 
But I am informed that those assets were 
valuable assets, and in many cases cash 
‘Then of course traders established 
on the river had a goodwill which was 
valuable, and for which it was right that 
they should be paid. The company must 
have profited largely by amalgamating 
with it these other traders. Then the 
hon. Member refers to the debt of the 


assets. 
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toyal Niger territory. Now the history 
of that debt is shortly this—the National 
African Company prior to the issue of the 
charter paid very considerably more than 
£250,000 for acquiring political rights for 
this country in getting rid of the French 
interests pushed into the lower Niger at 
various times, and in maintaining order 


on the Niger during the interval between 


the Conference of Berlin and the issue of 
the charter in 1886—that is, before any 
Customs duties could be levied in order 
to pay the expenses of administration. 
Well, of the amount so spent the National 
African Company found £117,000 out 
of its capital, and the remainder out 
of the accumulated profits, the reserve 
fund, and the revenue account generally,. 
including private loans from individuals. 
3efore the charter was granted it was. 
arranged that the amount so spent should. 
be repaid provided the annual charge 
should not exceed £12,500 a year on the 
revenue of the Niger territory, and it was. 
subsequently arranged that this should 
be capitalised as £250,000 at 5 per cent. 
per annum. The Crown Agents for the 
Colonies at the time were directed by the 
Government of the day carefully to inves- 
tigate the accounts of the company, and 
after the expenditure of £250,000 had 
heen proved they stopped, although the 
company protested that they had spent a 
great deal more than that sum. There- 
fore this debt on the Niger territory of 
£12,500 a year, or £250,000, was really 
paid over to individuals and to the 
National African Company to recompense 
them for expenditure incurred for the 
purposes I have described before the issue 
of the charter, and, in fact, it is so alluded 
to in the charter itself. I hope that the 
hon. Member will see that this is really 
payment made after full investigation by 
the Government of the day for actual 
cash expended, and that in taking over 
the administration of the territory it 
was practically impossible that the Gov- 
ernment should do anything else than 
take over the debt charged, according to 
the charter, on the revenue of those 
territories. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: But there is the 
30 per cent. bonus, or whatever you choose 
to call it. There is a Member of this 
House who took a small number of shares 
in the Niger Company and who received, 
without having made any payment in 
respect of it, 30 per cent. on the value of ' 
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his shares. I cannot understand that, and 
I should like an explanation. 


*Sirn M. HICKS-BEACH: I assume | 
that the individual in question must 
have purchased those shares from some 
previous holder. That previous holder 
had unquestionably expended, out of , 
capital previously raised, whatever the 
amount may have been in respect of this 
grant, and therefore the holder who pur- 
chased these shares was entitled to be 
recouped for that expenditure. Then the 
hon. Member for the Scotland Division of 
Liverpool, I think, commented unfavour- 
ably on the treaties made by the company 
excluding foreigners from the territories 
made over to them. Well, I am informed 
that those treaties were made by the 
National African Company before the 
grant of the charter, and obviously | 
any provision contrary to the terms 
of the charter in those treaties could 
not have been acted upon by the 
Company. Then the price of £150,000 
proposed to be paid for the land and 
mineral rights of the company has been 
referred to. On that I would say that 
these land rights are an essential part of 
the bargain we are making with the com- 
pany ; they extend over something like 
320,000 acres, or 500 square miles, in a 
narrow strip of land, nowhere, I think, 
exceeding 2,000 yards wide, along the 
banks of the Niger for very many miles. 
It is, as I believe, the only land switable at 
the present moment, and until the country 
is very much further developed, for utilisa- 
tion for trading stations or plantations by 
any person desiring to settle in the 
country. By acquiring those land rights 
the company, of course, was able, practi- 
cally, largely to shut out any other traders | 
or competitors from coming on the Niger, 
except on such terms as they were 
disposed to make. When we obtain 
possession of those land rights, with 
which it will be open to the Government 
of the country to deal, I expect a very 
considerable profit from persons desiring 
to settle along the Niger for purposes of 
trade or plantation. Then in this item 
is included to some extent the purchase 
of mineral rights acquired by the com- 
pany under treaty, most of which were 
acquired before the grant of the charter. 
It has been questioned whether we have 
been right in proposing to allow the com- 
pany not merely a certain portion of this 
£150,000 as the price of these mineral 

Mr. Labouchere. 
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rights, but also half the royalties which 


Company Bill. 


may be levied in a certain portion 
of these territories in future. I must 
ask the House to remember that 


this whole matter has been the result of 
long negotiations between myself, aided 
by Sir Francis Mowatt, who has done 
excellent work for the country in this 
connection, and by Colonel Lugard, and 
by officials of the Foreign Office on one 


side, and Sir George Goldie on the 
other. Sir George Goldie’s opinion of 


the value of the mineral rights was, when 
we began those negotiations, something 
immense ; he put them down at a million, 
if I remember, on one occasion. I de- 
murred altogether to that view, for I con- 
sidered that as very little was known about 
the minerals in these regions at the present 
time it was absolutely impossible for any- 
one to say what they might be really 
worth. ‘The proper way to deal with 
them, at any rate to a _ consider- 
able extent, was that they should be 
tested by future results, and that 
a royalty should therefore be paid. 
That was the reason for that pro- 
posal, because it was absolutely im- 
possible to arrive at any fair settlement 
in any other way. I want the House to 
consider my position in this matter. We 
have done what we believe to be a great 
act of public policy in buying up this 
company against their will, and it would 
have been wrong for us to deal with them 
as if they had committed some crime, 
which they seem to have done in the eyes 
of the hon. Member for Northampton, or 
to have dealt with them in any way but 
by means of a friendly bargain. That is 
the only way in which the matter could 
be fairly approached. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY: Did the 
right hon. Gentleman take the opinion of 
any mining experts before settling the 
price ? 

*Sir M. HICKS-BEACH: No mining 
experts can test the value of mineral 
rights in a country which is largely un- 
explored. The hon. Member for Poplar 
and other hon. Members have laid 
great stress on the proposal to pay 
the company £300,000 for expenditure 
for various objects beyond ordinary 
administrative work. I would ask the 
House to remember ‘with regard to 
that that the company had to do a 


very considerable amount of extra 
work in maintaining against French 


‘and German explorers, backed by their 
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own countries, rights for Great Britain in 
these regions, and with that object it was 
compelled to maintain a force of police, a 
large number of officials, more steamers 
to patrol the waters of the Niger, and 
matters of that kind, which would not 
have been in any degree necessary if it 
had merely to do with the natives in the 
territories entrusted to its care, or with 
the levying of the Customs duties. 
it has been said that we are paying the 
company a considerable sum for which 
we get nothing; indeed, less than 
nothing, because we are really relieving 
them of what has been a burden. I do 
not think hon. Members who say that 
have fairly considered the position which 
the company has acquired under its 
charter. 
those who drew up that charter ; neither 
side of the House can claim a special re- 
sponsibility for it; it was the work, in 
fact, of both political parties. But it is a 
simple fact that the powers granted by 
the charter were so extensive, and its 
language so wide, that under it the com- 
pany have been able to acquire the 
practical monopoly of trade, although in 
one clause of the charter a monopoly 
of trade was absolutely forbidden, and 
although freedom of trade on the Niger 
was established by the Treaty of Berlin. 
When the Foreign Office endeavoured 
to bring theregulations of the company into 
more harmony with the freedom of trade 
under the Treaty of Berlin, and consulted 
the law officers as to whether the acts of 
the company were within the charter or 
not, the answer they got was that the 
charter allowed the company to do every- 
thing that it had done. Therefore I 
think the House will see that we have 
been placed in this position. It is neces- 
sary that trade should be free on the 
Niger. By the powers of administration, 
as well as of trading, which the charter gave 
to the company in the region entrusted 
to it, it has been able to carry out certain 
bargains with regard to the acquirement 
of land rights, to make certain regulations 
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with regard to licences to trade, and the | 
places at which vessels might land along | 
the course of the Niger, which have practic- | 
ally given it this trade monopoly, and if | 


the charter is to be revoked under which 
this monopoly has been acquired it is im- 
possible but that the company must 
be paid for losing advantages which, in 
my opinion, are due to a mistake in 
the original wording of the charter. 
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But | 


It is not my duty to defend , 
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‘It must be remembered that the position 
‘of the company will be totally changed 
_after the revocation of the charter. The 
hon. Member who spoke last seemed to 
assume that the company would still be 
in a position to enjoy a practical mono- 
poly of trade, that this, in fact, would 
not be diminished, but that is far from 
being the case. No doubt the company 
will hold a strong position as already 
occupying the ground, but they will 
in future be entitled to no advantage 
beyond that which their position, their 
trading stations, and their existing 
wharves on the Niger give them, and we 
shall hope to introduce other traders 
into their territory in competition with 
the company, and I can assure the House 
that, by the arrangements we now ask 
Parliament to sanction, real freedom of 
trade will be introduced into the territory. 


Company Bill. 


The hon. Member for Gateshead has 
criticised some of the prices which 
appear in the schedule for some of 


the plant of the company which we 
proposed to acquire. I should say that 
the company were by no means desirous 
to part with this, but I think the House 
will agree, and the hon. Member for 
Poplar has admitted, it is absolutely 
necessary to take over as much of 
the administrative plant as is required. 
The plant is on the spot, it has 
been used for administrative purposes, 
and it will be infinitely cheaper to buy it 
from the company than, to purchase it 
here and send it out from England. The 
hon. Member for Gateshead has criticised 
the price proposed to be given for certain 
boats and hulks in connection with 
administrative work, and though I do not 
pretend to set myself against the hon. 
Member as an authority on the value of 
these things, I can assure him that the 
schedule has been most carefully gone 
into by gentlemen who know these par- 
ticular boats and hulks—for instance, 
“by Colonel Lugard—who have had ex- 
| perience of administration in these regions, 
and know the cost of purchasing similar 
plant and sending it out from England. 
The hulks are not the rotten old steamers 
to which the hon. Member contemptu- 
ously refers. They are sailing vessels 
| built for the purpose for which they were 
‘used on the Niger, when it was 
‘necessary to have administrative sta- 
‘tions in unhealthy places, as residences 
for the staff instead of houses. For a 
‘like purpose they will be used in the 
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future, and they will, I believe, last for | 


{COMMONS} 


and Drugs Bill. 1304 
Captain SINCLAIR: Beyond that 


. | . . . 
many years. Iam quite sure we should | zone it would still be illegal ? 


have to pay a much larger sum if we | 


replaced these vessels instead of purchas- | 
ing them from the Royal Niger Company. | 


My hon. friend the Member for Pem- 
broke found fault with the proposal 
to make a charge on the revenue of 
the future in regard to the sum we now 
propose to raise, and said we ought not to 
charge this as a debt on the revenue of 


the colony, but should allow the colony to | 


raise it with a Government guarantee. 
Well, that is a financial matter upon which 
I do not now want to dwell, but in my 
opinion it is infinitely better and more 
economical to advance the sum in the 
manner proposed by the Bill than to allow 
the amount to be raised by the territory 
under Government guarantee. Though I 
quite admit the provisions in the Bill as 
to the repayment of the money are some- 
what vague, and necessarily must be so, 
yet in my judgment it would be a grave 
mistake to advance the money without 
indicating in the Act of Parliament the 
intention that the territory should repay 
the advance when in a position to do so, 


I believe—-and it is the belief of the | 


Government, as it is of many Members 
who have spoken—that trade will so 
largely increase in the future that it will 
not be many years before the territory 
will be in a position to find from its own 
revenue not only its own administrative 
expenses, like Lagos and the Niger Coast 
Protectorate, but also be in a position to 
repay by instalments the money now ad- 


vanced for buying out the company. I! 


think I have alluded to all the points 
raised, and I hope that, seeing that the 
criticisms have been on points of de- 
tail which may if necessary be raised 
again, the House will now give a Second 
Reading to the Bill, upon the principle of 
which we are all agreed. 


CapTaAIn SINCLAIR (Forfar): May I 
ask one question? It is in relation to the 
statement made by the Colonial Secre- 
tary. 
the importation of liquor, I understand 
the importation of liquor will in future 


only be stopped by the delimitation of | 
the neutral zone, and the importation | 


would not be illegal. 


*Sir M. HICKS-BEACH : Beyond that | placed 


zone. 
Sir M. Hicks-Beach. 


In the first place, with regard to | 


*Sir M. HICKS-BEACH: Yes. 
Caprain SINCLAIR: Then in regard 


to the status of slavery. I understood 
the Colonial Secretary to say that whereas 
in the Niger Company’s territory the 
status of slavery has been abolished, now 
that that territory will become a portion of 
the larger territory the abolition of the 
legal status will not be extended, and 
that we should have to trust to more 
gradual methods of reducing the amount 
of slavery in the larger territory. This 
seems to be a retrogressive policy. 


*Sir M. HICKS-BEACH: I can hardly 
answer a question as to the future policy 
of the Colonial Office with regard to 
slavery. My _ right hon. friend has 
already made a statement on the subject, 
and if the hon. Member will look at the 
report of my right hon. friend’s speech 
to-morrow, and finds anything requiring 
elucidation, perhaps he will put a question 
to the Colonial Secretary. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time and committed 
for to-morrow. 

SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS BILL. 

As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), further considered. 

Another Amendment made. 

Str CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton): I beg to move to omit 
Clause 7. It proposes to treat a_per- 
fectly legitimate industry in this country 
in a most stringent and _ oppressive 
manner which is altogether exceptional 
and unprecedented. ‘There is a phrase in 
a letter published this morning from 
Esterhazy, which is singularly appropriate 


| to the treatment which this Bill proposes 
/to mete out to the 


margarine manu- 
facturers of this country. He referred to 
“a bill of exchange drawn against the 
moral culpability of Dreyfus,” and that is 
perfectly appropriate to the present pro- 
posal of the Government with reference 
to the margarine manufacturers. No 


| proof has been alleged that the adultera- 


tion and misrepresentation which take 
place in connection with the sale of mar- 
| garine are perpetrated by the manufac- 
‘turers. This clause proposes neverthe- 
|less that the manufacturers shall be 
under altogether exceptional 
‘regulations, which are in many respects 
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inquisitorial, and calculated to destroy an | 


industry of great importance, and to drive 
it out of the country altogether. If this 


clause is passed will it be of any real use? | 


The foreign manufacturer will be able to 
send butter adulterated with margarine 
in spite of every precaution you can take. 
The manufacture of margarine is a com- 
peting industry with that of butter, but 
butter manufacturers are not to be sub- 
jected to the same restrictions. The hon. 


Member for South Molton looks at me | 


with anangry eye. He told us he repre- 
sented an honest agricultural industry, 
and I have no doubt as far as his con- 
stituents are concerned any attempt at 
fraud would be out of the question. But 
all agricultural Members are not so for- 
tunate in their constituents, and I ven- 
ture to say that among butter manu- 


facturers and dairy farmers in other 
parts of the country advantage will 
be taken of the non-inspection of 


butter factories as compared with the 
stringent inspection of margarine fac- 
tories to transfer the lucrative trade of 
butter mixed with margarine to another 
quarter. There is no proof whatever that 
adulteration takes place in the margarine 
factories. Everything points to exactly 
the contrary. The people who buy mar 
garine from the manufacturers know what 
they are about. They will not give 
butter prices for margarine. They know 
exactly the value of the different brands, 
an’l on their part I have never heard even 
a whisper of an allegation of any fraudu- 
lent adulteration taking place in these 
factories. If that be the case, why should 
you expose these manufacturers to inqui- 
sitorial inquiries and exceptional restric- 
tions from which their foreign competitors 
are free? You do not propose to impose 
them on their home competitors in the 
butter trade, and the result will be that 
you will be fostering an unfair competi- 
tion, and will be crushing out a very im- 
portant and valuable industry. For these 
reasons it appears to me that this clause 
should be omitted from the Bill. Foreign 
manufacturers of margarine will eagerly 
welcome it, but home manufacturers pro- 
test against it most vigorously as an 
imputation on their honesty,*and, as a 
matter of fact, it is absolutely uncalled 
for. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 29, to leave out Clause 7.”— 
(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


{19 JuLty 1899} 


to escape. 
| justification for making these factories 
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Question proposed, “That the words 
_ proposed to be left out to the word ‘and,’ 
'in line 30, stand part of the Bill.” 


and Drugs Pill. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): The hon. Baronet 
recommends the omission of this clause 
on two grounds. One is, that it will 
expose margarine manufacturers to a very 
unfair and inquisitorial system of inspec- 
tion. That may be the view of the hon. 
Baronet himself, but it is not the view of 
the recognised association which exists 


for the purpose of maintaining the 
rights of margarine manufacturers. 


I am able to quote from a letter from 
the Margarine Defence Association which 
considered this clause in the original Bill 
which was introduced in a_ previous 
Session. The letter, which is addressed 
to the Local Government Board, the 
President of which Department had 
charge of the Measure, states :— 


‘‘With reference to the proposed registra- 
tion of margarine manufacturers, the Associa- 
tion believes that a law to that effect would 
prove effective in the suppression of fraud.” 


They do not suggest that this inspection 
would be inquisitorial or injurious to 
their trade, and I confess I have great 
difficulty in understanding why they 
should advance a view of that kind. If 
it is to be assumed, as I think it is, that 
they conduct their business in an honest 
manner they have nothing whatever to 
fear from Government inspection. If, on 
the other hand, they are guilty- of 
practices which would bring them within 
the law, I think a great deal is to be said 
for the view repeatedly advanced by hon. 
yentlemen opposite in support of an 
Amendment which [ was unable to accept, 
that we should not devote all our 
energies to the detection of fraud on the 
part of the retailer, but that we should 
where possible get at the wholesale dealer, 
who has been described by the hon. 
Member for Dundee as “the great 
rogue” in this matter. I do not adopt 
the hon. Member’s language, but if there 
is a comparison in roguery, and if the 
view of the hon. Baronet be adopted, 
then the greater rogue would be allowed 
I think there is abundant 


subject to proper inspection, and, if 


their business is carried on according to 
law, they will have nothing whatever to 


3A 2 
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fear; on the contrary, the fact that 
the public will know that the premises 
are open to inspection by a Government 
Department will give them a sort of 
certificate, which will be the best advertise- 
ment they can possibly desire. I submit to 
the House that there is no justification 
whatever on the grounds proposed by the 
hon. Baronet or on any other grounds for 
rejecting this clause. As is perfectly well 


known, the power given by the clause will | 


be used by the Government Department 
in a fair and legitimate manner, from 


which the persons carrying on the 
industry will have nothing to fear. 
Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I have 


not been convinced by anything the right 
hon. Gentleman has said as to the neces- 
sity for this clause. In the past, inspec- 
tion and restriction of this kind have been 
limited to dangerous trades, such as the 
manufacture of gunpowder and dynamite, 
or to industries where inspection was 
necessary for excise purposes. The manu- 
facture of margarine is not a dangerous 
trade. Margarine is an ordinary whole- 
some food, and you are now going to 


apply to its manufacture principles which 


have been applied hitherto only to the 
manufacture of dangerous substances. 
Why should not ordinary factory inspec- 


tion be sufficient, as in the case of butter | 


factories? Why should margarine manu- 


facturers be placed at a disadvantage as | 


compared with butter manufacturers ? 


There is just as much reason for inspec- 


tion in the one case as in the other, except | 
so far as it would affect British agricul- | 


I can understand the inspection of 
grounds of 


ture. 
lodging-houses on 


plicable to margarine factories. 


of manufacture, although it is well known 
that some of these processes are secret, 
and it is possible that an inspector may 
get information under this clause which 
he could sell to a rival manufacturer. 


The only justification that can be urged is 


{COMMONS} 


public | 
health, but none of these grounds are ap- 
You are | 
giving the right to inspect every process | 
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| manufacturers may be fined £20 or £50 
‘because something in their factories is 
|not quite in accordance with the pro- 

visions of this clause. The Government 
| are determined to carry the clause, but 
\if the hon. Baronet divides against it I 
| will support him. 


and Drugs Bill. 


*Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) : My chief 
objection to this clause is that without 
any proved or even alleged necessity it is 
introduced for the harassment of an 
important industry. On behalf of the 
manufacturers generally there is a feeling 
| that inspection is being carried to an 
‘altogether unnecessary extent, and that 
there is danger of being inspected to 
death. The offences provided under this 
| clause are failing to keep a register or to 
keep it posted up, or to produce it when 
required by an officer of the Board, or to 
_make a false entry, or to omit to enter 
'something which ought to have been 


(entered. This is a slur on_ the 
manufacturers that they have done 
nothing to warrant or justify. I 


object altogether to their being singled 
out in this way for this special inspection, 
and for this new offence being created. I 
adhere to the opinion that it is desirable 
to get at the wholesale rogue, if such a 
rogue exists; but it has not been shown 
that our home manufacturers of margarine 
are such rogues, and on their behalf I 
protest against this clause. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
ton): I think there ought to be a com- 
promise in this matter. I quite agree 
with the right hon. Gentleman in charge 
of the Bill that in the case of manufac- 
tories there ought to be an inspector with 
the power of inspecting the premises, and 
also of inspecting the articles put into the 
margarine. But I do think that the right 
hon. Gentleman is introducing an evil 
system into the trade of the country in 
| giving power to an inspector to go into 
the premises of wholesale dealers and pry 
into their business. 


that there is fraud in selling margarine | 


for butter ; but under the Margarine Act, | 


if a man sells butter with 1 per cent. of 
margarine he commits an offence. The 


law at present is quite stringent enough. | 


This Bill is a sop to the farmers to 


make them think they are getting 
something. It will not, however, affect | 
the consumption of margarine or the 


rice of IJnutter, although margarine 
] g g 


Mr. Long. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, South): I en- 
tertain considerable doubt as to the expe- 
diency of this clause. It isa new and very 
doubtful departure in our legislation. 
|The principles on which inspection has 
| been conducted hitherto do not apply to 
a case of this kind. The principles of 
inspection of manufactures hitherto sanc- 
tioned by legislation are of three classes. 
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There are the cases in which inspection is | 
necessary where you want to levy an 
excise. Then there are the cases where 
public health is involved, and there- 
fore the inspector goes into the pre- 
mises in order to see that the persons 
employed therein have proper accom- 
modation, and that the dangers to which 
they are exposed are minimised and re- 
duced. And, third, there is the law regu- 
lating the manufacture of dynamite and 
other explosives, where public safety is 
involved. These are the only cases in 
which such inspection and such a register 
as is contemplated by this Bill are now 
required by legislation. There is only | 
one of two grounds for the supervision 
of the manufacture of this article : either 
to prevent fraud—but for that there are 
ample provisions in other parts of the 
Bill—or to ensure the interest of agricul- 
ture, that is to say, to prevent competi- 
tion; in other words, to do something 
more or less protective in the interest of 
the agricultural producer. That is a new | 


and dangerous principle, and we should | 


enter our protest against this kind of 
legislation. 


THe SOLICITOR - GENERAL (Sir | 
R. B. Frxtay, Inverness Burghs): I do 
not think that my right hon. friend has | 
given sufficient reasons for striking out 
this clause. I would remind the House 
that in all the particular instances which | 
the right hon. Gentleman gave of inspec- | 
tion being permissible it was where it | 
was needed for the public good. Now, | 
the manufacture of margarine may | 
be a perfectly legitimate industry, 
and it is not interfered with by | 
this Bill. But we cannot shut our 
eyes to the fact that a great deal of | 
margarine is sold as butter, and it is a. 
proper thing that, in the interest of the | 


public consumer, a check should be put to | 
such practices. I would call the attention | 
of the House to what the scope of the | 


‘clause is, and which I think the hon. | 


Gentleman strangely misunderstood. It | 
provides that the occupier of a manv- | 
factory of margarine, and every wholesale 
dealer in margarine, shall keep a register 
showing what is sent out from the 
manufactory or place of business, and 
this register will be open to the inspec- 
tion of an officer of the Board of Agricul- 
ture. The object of that is clear: if you 
find a man who professes to deal in butter 
getting regular consignments of mar- 
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garine, the inference is not very far off 
that he is selling margarine for butter. 
The whole object of the clause is to trace 


the article to the manufacturer. I protest 
‘most strongly against the right hon. 


Gentleman when he speaks of this as a 
Protectionist measure in the interest of 
agriculture. Surely, when an endeavour 
is made to check the sale of margarine for 
butter, it is not to be called Protection. 
Every man has a right to be protected in 
honest industry, and the public have a 
right to be protected against fraud. This 
is a Protectionist measure in that sense, 
but in no other. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth): How is it 
proposed to deal with the margarine 
manufactured and imported from abroad ? 


Sir R. B. FINLAY : Provision is made 
in the first clause that margarine 
imported from abroad should be clearly 
marked. 


Mr. WALLACE: Why not apply the 
same principle in regard to the home 
manufactured margarine? If it were so 
plainly marked it could be traced to the 
manufacturer. I object to the clause 
because it extends the principle of inspec- 
tion to the manufacture of that which 
the right hon. gentleman admits is a per- 
fectly healthy food. I cannot see why 
inspection is necessary in the case of 
margarine unless it is pretended that there 
is something obnoxious in itself in mar- 
garine. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : I hope 


'my hon. friend will divide on this clause. 


I regard it as an extremely inquisitorial 
and offensive provision, and I do not see 
why it should not be extended to the 


'manufacture of almost any article of con- 


sumption which is produced in this 


‘country. I confess that I do not think the 


hon. and learned Solicitor-General gave 
any answer whatever to the argument of 
my right hon. friend the Member, for 
South Aberdeen. I do not see how 
the inspection of a manufactory of mar- 


|garine, and enforcing the keeping of 


this register, can possibly enable you to 
reach the retailer who fraudulently sells 
margarine for butter to a customer. It 
seems to me that the whole object and 
tenor of this clause is to extinguish the 
manufacture of margarine altogether in 
this country. That would be very hard 
upon the labouring man and his family, 
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who are very glad to get good margarine 
at 6d. per lb. instead of second-rate butter 
at 1s. 2d. per lb. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : It 
has been forgotten throughout the whole of 
thisdiscussion that, while a very large por- 
tion of the margarine used in this country 
is imported from abroad, a large mar- 
garine manufacturing industry — will 
no doubt grow up in this country if 
the demand for this article continues. 
We all share the Solicitor General’s 
desire to encourage, as far as possible, 
honest and fair methods of dealing ; but 
we are bound to look at the disadvan- 
tages of such legislation, and weigh them 
against the advantages. I maintain that 
this is a very harassing clause, and that 
it is open to the greatest possible objec- 
tion. One portion of it, the second para- 
graph, was introduced against the wishes 
of the Government themselves, after the 
First Reading. If the premises where 
the margarine is kept are to be inspected, 
why not extend the inspection to 
butchers’ shops to see where the foreign 
meat came from ; and why not to bakers’ 
shops to see whether the bread is baked 
from foreign flour or from home flour ? 
It is said that the clause has been put 
forward in behalf of the consumer ; but in 
my humble opinion, if the consumers had 


been consulted, this Bill would never 
have been brought forward at all. It is 


a veiled form of Protection. 


*Mr. LONG: I would point out that 
the recognised leaders of those who hold 
Protectionists views have repudiated the 
greater part of the Bill, because they 
hold it is absolutely useless, and that it 
does not go the length of Protection. 


CapraIn SINCLAIR: I agree that 
they oppose it, because they do not think 
it goes far enough. I think the House 
should look at the disadvantages of this 
harassing and vexatious interference 
with trade. If I were an enemy of the | 
Government I would wish no better than 
that they should press this harassing | 
and vexatious clause, but I hope they | 
will reconsider their attitude in regard 
to it. 


| he sells come from. 


Sir F.S. POWELL (Wigan): I have | 
a difficulty in regard to this clause. 
What I want to know from the right | 
Mr. Hemphill. | 
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‘hon. Gentleman in charge of the Bill is 

whether the officer of the Board of Agri- 
/culture who makes the inspection is to 
consider the information he receives or: 
' obtains is entirely confidential. 


*Mr. LONG: In this case, as in all 
other cases where Government inspection 
is carried out, every information is 
regarded as strictly confidential. 


*Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets,, 
Stepney): Several Members have got up 
and accused the Government of trying to 
introduce Protection into this country. I 
fail to see where the Protection comes in. 
I am a Free Trader myself, but if a 
Bill brought into the House of 
Commons is going to protect my 
class against unscrupulous and unjust 
dealers, wholesale and retail, and manu- 
facturers of articles, I am going to sup- 
port it, for that is Protection on the right 
lines. I should like to draw hon. 
Members’ attention to the — second 
line in this clause. Every  whole- 
sale dealer who purchases margarine 
manufactured in Holland, or anywhere on 
the Continent, has always had an eye on 
business, and he will take particular care 
that he purchases the right article, for he 
knows that if he does not he will be held 
responsible. It is said you are harassing 
trade by this Bill. There are thousands 
of working men who have saved a few 
pounds, and who take chandlers’ shops, 
but they find themselves no better off 
than the mechanic because they are being 
harassed every day, while the grand cul- 
prit who sells wholesale is allowed to go 
scot-free. Any medical officer of health 
can go into a shop and purchase a sample, 
and the poor retail man is prosecuted, 
although he has nothing to do with the 
adulteration ; he has not got the common 
sense to adulterate the article. The man 
who is to blame is the man who sells him 
the article, and that is the mah we have 


| got to go for—to strike a blow at the 
| fountain-head. 


Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen- 
shire, E.): This Bill can hurt no honest 
dealer. Heoughtto know where the articles 
If a man got into the 
Bankruptcy Court the judge would be 


/ very much astonished if the bankrupt said 


he could not say where he got his goods. 
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tion there can be to an honest manufac- | the clause. 


turer allowing an inspector to go over his 
premises at any and at all times. 
any Protection in this 
The result of the whole Bill will | 
be that people will buy a good deal more 
I trust we shall | 61. 


entirely to see 
clause. 


margarine than now. 


Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William “Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 


Jalfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Man.) | 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

Barry, Rt. Hon. A. H. S. (Hunts) 
Bartley, ¢ reorge C. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Bay ley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 

Seach, Rt. Hon. Sir M.H.( Bris. ) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

Bill, ¢ ‘harles — 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, A. Montagu 
Burns, John 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Cavendish. R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cayzer, Sir C. William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, R t. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready | 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curran, Thomas Sligo, 8.) 
Curzon, Viscoun 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh | 
Dalkeith, Ear! of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doogan, P.C 
Doughty, George 


| Helder, 





I fail 


AYES. 
Dougias, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 


| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Evershed, Sydney 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
a aie Rt. Hn.SirJd.(Man’r 
Finch, George H. 

F inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 

Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, W illiam 

pe Sydney 

Gibbons, J. tioy d 

Gedson, Sir pn Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major- reneral 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J. (St.Geo’s 
—— George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gress, Wiley mond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John. 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gunter, Colonel 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Rbt. Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Harwood, George 


| Heaton, John Henniker 


Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Hill, Sir Edw. Stock (Bristol) | 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) | 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Lafone, Alfre< 

Lambert, George 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 
Leighton, Stanle 

Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Sw’ns’a) | 
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I cannot see what possible objec- | now go to a Division, and I shall support 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 216; Noes, 
(Division List, No. 283.) 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Er-kine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, James 

Maddison, Frea. 

Malcolm, Ian 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northeote, Hon. Sir H. 8S. 


| O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Pease, Herbert P.( Darlington) 
Perey, Earl 

Perks, Robert William 

r ilkington, SirG. A. (LanesSW 
Pirie, Duncan V. 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks.) 





Priestley, 'SirW. Ov erend( Edin. 
Purvis, Robert 

Randell, David 

Ridley, Rt. Hon.SirMatthew W 
Ritchie,Rt Hon Chas. Thomson 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset 
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Stanley,SirHenryM. (Lambeth 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stephens, Henry Charles | 
Stock, James Henry 
Strachey, Edward 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | 
‘Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxfd Uni.) | 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen,E. ) | 
Thorburn, Walter 
Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Allan, William (Gateshead) | 
Allisen, Robert Andrew } 
Asher, Alexander 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. | 
Billson, Alfred | 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Clark. Dr. G.B.(Caithness-sh. ) 
Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Davitt, Michael 

Dewar, Arthur 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL, in the 
absence of the hon. Member for Devon- 
port (Mr. Kearley), moved an Amend- 


ment to omit the words, 
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Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Wanklyn, James Leslie 


Ward.Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 


| Whiteley, H. (Aston-under-L.) 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Jos. Powell-(Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


| Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 


Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E.R (Bath) 


‘ Woods, Samuel 


NOES. 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. | 
Hayne,kt. Hon.Charles Seale- | 
Hazell, Walter 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. | 
| Holland, Wm.H.(York,W.R.) | 
| Horniman, Frederick John 


Johnson-Ferguson,JabezEdw. 
Jones,David Brynmor(Swans. ) | 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) | 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSinyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 


' Norton, Capt.-Cecil William 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S8.E.) 


round. 


“and every 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, 8. (Cavan, East) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr, 
Anstruther. 


Roberts, J. H. (Denbighs.) 
Sanuel,J. (Stockton on Tees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh. 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Sullivan, Donal (Westimeath) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts. 
Wills, Sir Williain Henry 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Charles Cameron and 
Sir John Leng. 


That would afford no protection 
| to the public, for this reason. An inspector 
' might go into a factory and see that the 
margarine had been sent to the wholesale 


wholesale dealer in such substances.” He | dealer; then he might go to the whole- 


hoped to be able to show the House that 
that part of the clause was no protection 
He agreed with 


whatever to the public. 


| sale dealer and find that the margarine 
had been sold to the retailer, who dis- 
| tributed thousands of packages, perhaps, 


the previous part of the clause that in- | to hundreds of customers. But it would be 


spectors should have power to visit fac- 
tories for the purpose of inspection, | 


but the object of the 


of Agriculture should have the right|the inspector to inspect. He 
place, | Samuel) was a strong believer in putting 


to go into 
and see whether 
marked and included in 
of sales. 


every 


wholesale 
every package was | down fraud, 

that the only way whereby 
This he regarded as most} they could put down fraud in the sale 


| impossible for the inspector to follow the 
| margarine to the retailers, because before 


Amendment | he could cover the ground the retailer 
was to leave out the provision that} would have sold it to the consumer, and 
the inspector appointed by the Board thus it would be put out of the power of 


the register | opinion 


(Mr. 


but he was strongly of 


important, because under the clause as | of margarine was by making the retail 


it stood -the wholesale dealer would not | dealer 


responsible. 


There 


was no 


only have to keep a day-book, but if a| margarine imported into this country as 
customer came in and wanted a 7lbs. | butter ; it was all marked as margarine 
packet of margarine he would be bound | and sent as such to the wholesale dealers. 


to enter it in his day-book, give a separate | If there were fraud it 


was com- 


invoice, and keep an extract from his day- | mitted by the retailers, and the only way 


book in a separate register for the inspec- 


to put it down was to make the retailer 


| 
tion of the inspector when the latter came | feel that the inspector for the local 











13] 


aut 
she 
car 
sh 
wh 
do 

pal 
om 
wh 
an 

an) 
aff 
the 
the 
loc: 
out 
WoO 
of | 
pre 
ins) 
sho 
las 
for 
be 

san 
rate 
adu 
dru 
the 
req 
cou 
reti 
the 
did 
ins} 
fra 
he | 


‘an 


stal 


C 
pro 
Bill 
will 
bec: 
obj 
as | 
in t 
infli 
tion 
mar 
onl} 
upo 

and 








316 


lart- 


= 


es) 
ord) 
rsh. 


th) 


ion 
tor 
the 
‘ale 
le- 
ine 
lis- 
ps, 
| be 
the 
ore 
ler 
ind 

of 
Mr. 


ing 


‘by 
ale 
rail 
no 
as 
ine 
T'S. 
m- 
ay 
ler 
cal 








1317 Sale of Food 


authority could at any time walk into his 
shop and see whether or not he was 
carrying out the law under which he 
should mark margarine as such. The 
wholesale dealer had nothing whatever to 
do with that part of the matter ; but the 
part of the clause now proposed to be 
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omitted would harass to a great extent the | 


wholesale dealers, by imposing upon them 
an enormous amount of work without 
any justification whatever, and without 
affording the public any protection. If 
the right hon. Gentleman in charge of 
the Bill would either give extra powers to 
local authorities, or insist on their carrying 


out their powers, that part of the clause | 


would not be required. The County Council 
of Durham did carry out the law at the 
present time, and insisted on their 
inspectors visiting the whole of the retail 
shops in the city, with the result that 
last year they took 393 sainples of food 
for analysis and only ten were found to 
be adulterated; and of seventy-three 
samples of butter only one was adulte- 
rated. In fact, in this country the 
adulteration was in milk, 


the existing law this Bill would not be 
required, because the evils complained of 
could be stamped out by visitation of the 
retail shops. But while anxious to secure 
the greater protection of the public, he 
did not think power should be given to 
inspectors to harass men innocent of any 
fraud on the public, and for that reason 
he moved the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 30, to leave out the words 
‘and every wholesale dealer in such sub- 
stances.’ ”—(Mr Jonathan Samuel.) 


| purposes 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


spirits, and | 
drugs, and if local authorities carried out 
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desire to set about that work, so far as 
the Government officers are concerned, 
with the least possible friction and the 
minimum of inconvenience. The House 
has already decided that the earlier part 
of the section in regard to registration 
shall remain in the Bill, and the addition 
of these words is essential in order that 
we should have control over the sale of 
foreign margarine as well as over that 
manufactured at home. This is particu- 
larly necessary when we remember that 
foreign margarine only finds its way to 
the consumer through the wholesaler. 
I think the House will agree that if it is 
necessary—and I am sure it is necessary 
—that the Department should have power 
of this kind with regard to margarine 
manufacturers at home, it is only fair 
play that they should have equal 
power to deal with imported mar- 
garine, which finds its way to the 
retail dealer only through the wholesale 
dealer. If these words are omitted we 
should lose all control over margarine 
manufactured abroad. 
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Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL: But 
hundreds of tons of margarine find their 
way to the retailers without going through 
the hands of the wholesale dealers. 


*Mr. LONG: I do not pretend for a 
moment that we cover all the ground, but 
Ido not think it could be argued that 
because we do not occupy all the ground, 
we should not occupy as much as we 
possibly can. I think it is quite clear 
that there is no likelihood of these powers 
being exercised in any way tyrannical or 
oppressive to the manufacturers. These 
places are constantly inspected for various 
at the present time, and I 
venture to say that there exists the best 
possible feeling between the parties 
concerned. I do not therefore think 


' there need be the smallest apprehension 


*Mr, LONG: I hope the hon. Member | 
will not persist in this Amendment, | 
because he has really misapprehended the | 
object of this clause. It is not intended, 
as I think hon. Gentlemen who took part | 
in the proceedings upstairs will admit, to | 


inflict anything in the nature of a persecu- | 2 of Clause 7. 


tion upon either wholesale dealers or | 
manufacturers or retail dealers. It is | 
only proposed to confer certain powers 
upon inspectors in regard to the detection | 


and punishment of fraud, and we honestly | 





‘as to the result of this clause. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 35, to leave out Sub-section 
—(Captain Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 
2 of Clause 7 stand part of the Bill.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Str CHARLES CAMERON: I beg{ the butter to 8} per cent. The right 
to move the omission of Clause 8. This; hon. Gentleman must remember that this 
clause is the crux of the Bill; it is by far | is not a question of butter being added to 
the most important, and is, indeed, the | margarine. The oleine which is derived 
most obnoxious clause in the whole Bill. | from the fat parts, best fat, of cattle is 
It is so obnoxious and so detrimental to | melted down and is then put into a warm 
the interests of the community that its churn together with a certain amount of 
inclusion in the Bill is sufficient to damn | milk or cream, and when it has been 
the whole measure. What is this clause | thoroughly churned and well mixed and 
for? It is aclause to rob the poor man | has taken up the butter fat, it is run off 
of his butter. I hold in my hand copies | against a stream of icy cold water which 
of invitations for tenders for various | congeals the fat into butter—like par- 
articles of food from the Metropolitan ticles. The water is then extracted 
Asylums Board, the Asylums Committee | from them and they are formed into a 
of the London County Council, the) butter-like mass. In making mixtures 
Chelsea Workhouse, the Kensington | the margarine manufacturer does not 
Workhouse, and from half a dozen other | take a mass of butter and a mass of mar- 
poorhouse authorities, all asking for garine ; what is done is to put a greater 
tenders for margarine. But what sort of | amount of cream or milk into the churn 
margarine? Margarine containing at! with the oleine. Now this mixture is to 
least twenty per cent. of butter. | be prohibited altogether. The right hon. 
And why do they ask for that? Gentleman prohibits the sale of any mar- 
They think margarine is improved by a garine with more than 10 per cent. of 
certain amount of butter, and that that butter fats ; but has he gone high enough ? 
justifies them to an extent in giving 16s. I have a document here from a Scotch 
per cwt. more than they would otherwise margarine factory, in which it is stated 
have to pay. This clause is against | that the margarine coming from this 
mixtures altogether, and it will deprive factory shows:17} per cent. of butter fat. 
the inmates of all London workhouses Unless we wish to prohibit the manufac- 
and other institutions of any chance of | ture of margarine except with the poorest 
having butter mixed with their margarine. | milk, and so cripple the farmers as well as 
I am as opposed to fraud as anyone in| the manufacturers, because they will not 
this House, and I wish to stop adultera-| have the market for their milk which 
tion, and I think it will be admitted that they have at the present time, the House 
the Amendments made in this Bill at my | will reject this clause. One public autho- 
instance have enormously strengthened it | rity that has approached this House is 
in that particular. But margarine has | dead against this clause. The Committee 
already been dealt with so exceptionally ; | of the Glasgow Corporation reported against 
while it is lawful to sell any other pro-| Clause 8, and the co-operative societies 
duct so long as you call it a mixture, it is | of Scotland, representing nearly a quarter 
only a mixture of butter and margarine | of a million men, state that they have read 
that it is unlawful to sell unless you | the communication of the Glasgow Cor- 
call it margarine. The alternative which | poration, and entirely approve of it. 
I advocate, and which I am justified | Having regard to the fact that if this 
in advocating here, is to put margarine | clause was deleted the Bill would be just 
mixtures on the same footing as other as effective, one cannot help coming to 
mixtures, and allow it to be sold as a/ the conclusion that this clause is put in 
mixture provided the requirements of the | for no other purpose than to aim a blow 
Act of Parliament have been all complied | at a trade which competes with the butter- 
with. We are told that this clause is a | producing industry. Such a course will 
compromise. This clause proposes to} not help the farmer; the margarine 
render criminal the individual who has | industry has brought three quarters of a 
in his possession margarine which con- | million per annum into the pockets of the 
tains more than 10 per cent of butter stock breeders of this country. In regard 
fats. Since this Bill was introduced the | to milk, Holland is one of the greatest 
right hon. Gentleman has increased his | centres of the margarine trade, and there 
restrictions, because when it was first! the price of skim milk has materially 
introduced he said it should not contain | increased. What is the butter industry 
more than 10 per cent. of butter, but by | of this country? Two out of every three 
the change of phraseology he has reduced | tons of the butter which is consumed here 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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comes from abroad. If the right hon. 
Gentleman’s method does succeed in 
raising the price of butter, it will be the 


foreigner and not the British who will be | 
Under all these circumstances | 


benefited. 
I beg to move the Amendment which 
stands in my name, which is to leave out 
Clause 8. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 16, to leave out Clause 8.” 
—(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out to the word ‘ten,’ 
in line 17, stand part of the Bill.” 


*Mr. LONG: The hon. Baronet who 
addressed the House has entirely failed 
to appreciate the argument that I and 
others used to support the Government 
policy with regard to this clause. It has 
been held that in the case of margarine 
where the percentage of butter is very 
large, the opportunity for fraud on the 
part of the seller is very great, because it 
is so difficult for the consumer to find out 
whether he has got what he wants. I 
have no desire whatever to put an argu- 
ment of this kind before the House in any 
other form than that in which it presents 
itself to me. I admit that I dislike 
this kind of legislation as much as any- 
body else, but the difficulty I have to 
consider when I come to deal with this 
question is that there has been for a very 
long time great dissatisfaction at the 
fratds which have been committed by the 
sellers of margarine for butter all over the 
country. It was this that led to the ap- 
pointment of the Committee upon this 
question. That inquiry, in great part, 
was turned to the question of adultera- 
tion, and the Committee recommended not 
that there should be any limitation, but 
that there should be an absolute prohibi- 
tion against the mixing of butter with mar- 
garine. I do not think that the Committee 
had in their minds quite what the effect 
of their recommendation would be, because 
it is practically impossible to prevent 
that, owing to the fact that where milk is 
used in the manufacture of margarine a 
certain proportion of the butter fat is 
absorbed by the oleo, and retained in the 
finished article ; but if any admixture is to 
be prohibited, it is very difficult to say 
whether the butter found in the margarine 


is there as the result of the natural process , 


of manufacture or whether it is added after- 
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wards. The recommendation was _ not,. 
therefore, a very practical one, and it be- 
came my duty to consider whether it was 
necessary that a limitation should be 
imposed with regard to this matter. 
The hom Baronet told the House that 
this was an attempt to interfere with the 
food of the working man. I would like 
to point out to the House that, in regard 
to good margarine of a cheap character, 
which varies in price from 5d. to 7d. a. 
pound, no serious effects will result from 
this clause if it is carried as it stands. 
What was the evidence before the Com- 
mittee? The House will find that in 
their evidence the great distributing firms, 
who deal largely in these articles, and 
probably know more about them than 
anybody else from a practical point of 
view—I allude to such firms as Lipton’s 
and the Home and Colonial Stores— 
assert that there is no demand whatever 
for mixtures. (Opposition cries of “ Oh, 
Oh!”) I may say that I am only telling 
the House what has been stated by prac- 
tical men who are doing a very large 
trade in these particular articles. They 
assert that there is no demand for mix- 
tures whatever, and that if they were 
offered for sale as mixtures, the con- 
suming public would not buy them. 
The hon. Member for Devonport has said 
that there is a huge and _ hideous 
swindle going on throughout the 
country in the shape of the sale of 
these mixtures as butter. I may say that 
the best chemical authorities which I 
have been able to approach, and the best 
technical and expert evidence that I 
could get in respect to the manufacture 
of margarine, goes to show that the best 
margarine that can be made is made with- 
out any admixture of butter to the 
manufactured margarine, and contains 
only 3 or 4, or 5 per cent. at the most, 
of butter fat. Therefore the argument 
in regard to the excision of this clause is 
not confirmed by those who are, at 
all events, as good and reliable authori- 
ties as the hon. Baronet opposite. The 
hon. Baronet stated that workhouses and 


| lunatic asylums in their contracts insist 


upon having margarine containing 20 per 
cent. of butter fat. I believe it is quite 
true that they do make that condition. 
I have obtained the best information I 
could get upon this small point whether 
margarine containing 20 per cent. of 
butter fat is a better or more nutritious 
article than margarine containing a lesser 
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amount of butter fat ; and all the infor- 
mation I have been able to obtain goes to 
show that the very best margarine you 
can have, viewed from the point of view 
either of its palatableness or its nutri- 
tious properties, is margarine containing 
an amount of butter fat below the limit 
‘which is imposed under this clause. In 
that case it cannot be said that we are 
forcing an inferiorarticle upon the country. 
If this is true, and if the statements 
are correct ; if it is the case that this mar- 
garine mixed with butter would have 
little or no place in the markets of the 
country were it not for the fact that 
the greater proportion of it finds a market 
-only because people buy it, believing it to 
be butter, then I say a case is established 
for some legislation such as is found in 
this clause. I think it is absurd for hon. 
Gentlemen to say that by proposing this 
clause we are supporting our own interests 
-and protecting the agricultural interests. 
It is all very well for hon. Gentlemen to 
say that, but I wouldask the House if the 
Manchester Chamber of Commerce are 
likely to be actuated by such a motive? 
Do firms such as Lipton’s and the Home 
.-and Colonial Stores care anything about 
the agricultural interest ? 


AN Hon. Member: They only sell 
butter. 


*Mr. LONG : My information is that 
they deal very largely in those particular 
articles which we are discussing. I can 
only give to the House the opinions of 
these dealers as I find them publicly 
stated, and all my information goes to 
show that these two firms are among the 
largest dealers who supply the public with 
margarine, and, therefore, their opinion 
must be accepted as coming from a reli- 
able and authoritative source. I am not 
asking the House to believe that these 
firms are infallible, but the argument 
used by hon. Gentlemen opposite is simply 
begging the whole questio”, and it is an 
attempt to draw a miserable red herring 
across the path to talk about benefitting 
the agricultural interest. This clause has 
been proposed from no motive of that 
kind, but solely because we are satisfied 
in the first instance that this limitation 
will in no way interfere with the produc- 
tion of the very best article which it is 
possible to offer to the public ; and, in the 
-second place, as it is ealled—and wrongly 
alled—an inferior article, it would find 

Mr. Long. 
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no place in the markets of this country at 
all if it was not for the fact that it is sold for 
that which it is not. Therefore without 
some limitation of this kind it will be im- 
possible to check a system of fraud which is 
going on almost wholesale, and which has 
admittedly become a great public scandal 
with which we desire to deal under the 
provisions which we have included in 
this Bill. I ask the House to disagree 
with this proposal to omit this clause, on 
the ground which has been publicly stated 
by my hon. friend the Member for 
Stockport, who has admitted that 
the contentious parts of this Bill 
have practically been compromised. 
For these reasons I respectfully submit 
that I have established a case in answer 
to the arguments advanced by the hon. 
Baronet opposite, and therefore I invite 
the House to vote against the Amend- 
ment, and thus retain this clause in the 
Bill as it now stands. 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK: The reasons 
advanced by the right hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Bill can hardly be regarded 
with satisfaction in any part of the 
House. He does not, it appears, person- 
ally approve of legislation of the kind 
which he is engaged in forcing through 
Parliament. Well, that is a strange 
ground upon which to defend a serious 
measure. But what does he tell us is the 
source and origin of this particular clause 
He tells us that its genesis is due to the 
recommendation of a Select Committee, 
who, according to the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s own showing, did not even under- 
stand what they were about ; who, if they 
had known what they were doing, must 
have known that their recommendation 
was impracticable. Surely there never 
was a more preposterous reason for 
proposing to force upon this House a 


clause which certainly is obnoxions 
to most of the Members sitting 


upon this side of the House, and which I 
cannot help thinking will meet with 
strong opposition from Members on the 
other side of the House if they are al- 
lowed to exercise a free opinion. What 
is the object aimed at by the Bill? Os- 
tensibly it is to prevent fraud. Yes, but 
what sort of fraud? It is to prevent the 
fraud of passing off upon a purchaser some- 
thing other thanthat which he demands and 
for which he has paid. That is the fraud, 
not simply adulteration. There are many 
adulterated articles whose manufacture 
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and sale are perfectly legitimate, but 
the fraud which has always hitherto been 
legislated against in Acts of this class is 
the fraud which imposes upon the pur- 
chaser an article which is not the 
article he is supposed to be pur- 
chasing. If that is so what becomes of 
this particular clause? Where is the 
fraud that you are legislating against 
here? You are by this clause, for the 
first time in the history of food products, 
making butter an article of adulteration. 
You are prohibiting any man _ from 
putting into margarine more than 10 per 
cent. of butter fat. Thus you are treating 
butter as an adulterated article. Upon 
what grounds should yon do that? I 
suppose it never was contended that any 
legislation should be directed against 
making an article as good as possible. I 
think it was the right hon. Gentleman 
himself who, earlier in the discussion, 
stated that one of the things against 
which he would strenuously contend would 
be any attempt to interfere with an in- 
dustry producing the production of a 
really good article. Well, let us look 
the facts in the face. I understand that 
the trade in margarine amounts to about 
180,000,000 pounds per annum. If you 
were to take an allowance of one pound 
per week as a fair allowance fora working 
man, then you get about three and a half 
millions of people m this country who 
use this food-stuff daily, and the pro- 
position contained in this clause which the 
right hon. Gentleman wishes to force 
upon this House is to prevent these 
three and a half millions of people from 
obtaining more than 10 per cent. of butter 
fat in their margarine. Why should this 
limitation be applied only at one end? 
What of the butter dealer who churns up 
10 per cent. of margarine in his butter? 
What, again, of the man who may 
honestly wish to supply a genuine de- 
mand for margarine with 20 per cent. of 
butter fat? He cannot do this without 
incurring your penalties. Well, if he has 
to risk these penalties in any case, will 
he not be tempted to call his mixture 
butter for the sake of the butter price ? 
If this clause remains it will most cer- 
tainly be looked upon by dealers in 
margarine as an attempt—and it will 
be a very foolish attempt, whatever 
the right hon. Gentleman may say— 
to legislate in the interests of one par- 
ticular industry to the great injury of 
another. But if that really be the object 
of the right hon, Gentleman then his own 
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proposal fails, because the more butter 
there is used, in whatever form it may be 
consumed, the better it must be for the: 
agricultural interest. Without going 
further into the question at the present 
moment, I heartily support the hon. 
Baronet’s motion. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I desire to read a telegram which 
I have received from the Manchester, 
Salford, and District Grocers’ Association,. 
in which the secretary to that body 
says :-— 

“T have to beg of you in the interest of 

commercial honesty to resist any attempt to 
increase the percentage of butter fat in mar- 
garine beyond 10 per cent.” 
I contend that Clause 8 does not prevent 
either the manufacture or the sale of 
margarine. My experience has been that 
dealers are very ready indeed to tell the 
purchaser whether he is purchasing mar- 
garine or butter; but if this clause is 
omitted, the purchaser will not know 
whether he is buying margarine or 
butter. 


Mr. ABEL THOMAS: With regard 
to this clause, hon. Members seem to 
forget that we already possess power to 
deal with fraud. At present you have 
power to exclude, after inspection, every 
bit of margarine that comes into this 
country, and you can in that way stop 
fraud perfectly easily. But now you are 
proposing to deal with something which 
is quite beyond that, for you are saying 
that, whatever the taste of the public may 
be, in future certain sorts of margarine 
are not to be manufactured, and cannot 
be sold at all. Iwas astounded to hear 
the right hon. Gentleman in charge of 
the Bill say that margarine with ten per 
cent. or less of butter fat was as nutritious 
as butter itself. 


*Mr. LONG: What I said was that 
from a nutritious point of view, there was 
no advantage gained by consuming mar- 
garine containing 20 per cent. of butter 
fat, than there was from consuming mar- 
garine containing ten per cent. and even 
a lesser amount of butter fat. 


Mr. ABEL THOMAS: That assertion 
astonishes me, because the conclusion I 
naturally come to is that margarine is as 
nutritious in every way as butter. It 
seems to me that we are running the risk 
of stopping the manufacture of something 
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which may be extremely good and valu- 
able in the future. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman stated that there is no difficulty in 
discovering when an article is adulterated, 
and if that is so, it is all nonsense to talk 
about stopping fraud by this proposal. 
You can stop fraud without it, and you 
are attempting to do now what has never 
been attempted to be done before in any 
other branch of industry in this country, 
for you are absolutely forbidding the 
manufacture of an article of diet which 
no one can venture to say is improper in 
any way. The only thing you can say 
is, that people have been fraudulent in the 
past by selling it as something which it is 
not. This clause is quite outside the Bill 
itself, and it would not make the least bit 
of difference to the working of the Act if 
it were left out. I do hope that we shall 
not forbid the manufacture of something 
which may be extremely valuable as a 
food to the people of this country in a 
very few years’ time. I should be very 
sorry to vote against the Government on 
any part of this Bill, and I trust they will 
reconsider their position. I venture to 
think that all Members who seriously con- 
sider this point will come to the con- 
clusion that this is a bad clause, and if it 
is not withdrawn, I hope every Member of 
the House will do his best to secure the 
omission of this clause. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I sat 
upon the Grand Committee, and I took a 
great interest in this Bill. What is it 
that this Bill is intended to do? Surely 
it is intended to let the people have what 
they please, provided you protect them 
from fraud and from purchasing articles 
which they do not want to buy. Why 
-should we go out of our way to say that | 
this particular margarine should only con- 
tain a certain quantity of butter? I can- 
not understand why there should be 
drastic rules to prevent a man buying a) 
fictitious article, such as butter containing | 
a large portion of margarine, providing he 
knows what he is buying. If any man in 
my constituency chooses to have marga- | 
rine with 30, 40, or 50 per cent. of butter, 
why should he not be allowed to buy it ?| 
The right hon. Gentleman in charge of | 
the Bill has been very conciliatory, and I | 
think his speech, although it waxed a 
little strong, did not ring as if he was very 
keen upon this clause. He said that he | 
found that the best margarine was made 
with less than 10 per cent. of butter fat. | 


Mr. Abel Thomas. 


{COMMONS} 
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But surely it is no part of the duty of 
the Government of this country to settle 
how these things are to be made, and it 
is not for them to say whether the best 
margarine is made in one way or another, 
I must say that I do hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will give way upon this 
matter, and declare that, while taking 
strong measures to prevent fraud, if a 
man chooses to say this is a mixture con- 
taining 20, 30, or 40 per cent. of butter 
fat, he shall be allowed to sell it. It can- 
not be said that manufacturers put ina 
larger amount of butter fat simply for 
the sake of doing it, but they do so 
because they get a better article. They 
are people of education, and I think we 
may take it for granted that there is a 
great deal to be said in favour of a larger 
percentage of butter. I must protest 
against the poor persons I have the 
honour to represent being prevented from 
buying this article if they wish to have it. 
All I am concerned about is, that they 
should be protected from fraud. I shall 
therefore vote against the retention of 
this clause if the right hon. Gentleman 
does not give way upon this point. 


Sik WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): Upon a previous occasion | 
contended that the public had a perfect 
right to buy margarine mixed with 20, 
30, 40, or 50 per cent. of butter fat, if it 
was sold to them under a proper and 
honest description. All we have to do is 
to see that the public get an honest 
description of the article which they pay 
for, and that such article is not injurious 
to their health. Therefore Clause & of 
this Bill looks to me altogether like a 
foreign body in a Bill for this purpose. 
I think it is altogether out of place, for 
it is attempting to do something which 
is not in consonance with the general 
principle of the Bill—it is attempting 
to lay down a standard for an article of 


food. That is an unscientific principle 
altogether, because what is true to- 
day is not true to-morrow. I am 


afraid that this Bill is not drawn in 
the interest of the consumer; it is per- 
vaded with another and what I may call 
a sinister purpose ; itis “in the interest 
of agriculture,” and evidence of this 
appears in the clause which has for its 
object the limitation of the consumption 
of margarine in the interest of the pro- 
ducers of butter. In the present case you 
are limiting the sale of certain higher 
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classes of margarine. At the present time | 
the public buy these mixtures of butter 
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be to produce a greater demand for butter. 
I think you are going on the wrong 


and Drugs Bill. 


| 
F 
and margarine to a large extent, and they | grounds altogether, and I, for one, shall 


know what they are buying, and have it | 
served to them properly labelled. They | 
will not go into a shop and ask for mar- 
garine; they do not mind, however, 
asking for a “ pound of 6d. or 8d.” These 
are the shifts to which the poor of this 
country are driven in order to get what 
they want. Why should they not be able 
to get it without let or hindrance? The 
present law is quite sufficient, for it 
insists that the dealer shall sell the article 
under the description of margarine, and 
not as butter. Hitherto the provision has 
not been compulsory all over the country, | 
but under Clause 3 it is now proposed to 
make it compulsory. The Bill gives, 
further, a larger amount of inspecting 
power, and, in conjunction with the 
existing law, I am sure that the pro- 
visions are quite sufficient to protect the | 
public against fraud. It is proposed to 
limit the addition of butter fat to mar- 
garine so as to keep it impoverished, and, 
in order to help the sale of genuine butter, 
you are introducing a new and absolutely 
unnecessary clause, to the great hurt of 
the public. I think you are treating this 
industry very unfairly in this respect. 
Personally I believe the more butter you 
add to the margarine the more palatable 
compound you make it. That is a 
common-sense statement of the position. 
The public want to have this article sup- 
plied to them, and we ought not to put 
any impediment in the way of its being 
supplied. I do not think that the public 
authorities who advertise for a mixture 
containing at least 20 per cent. of butter 
fat, instead of the usual 10 per cent., 
would do so unless they believed that 
they were securing a good article for con- 
sumption. I should like to see the 
people in our workhouses, and other poor 
people, get as high a percentage of butter 
fat in the compound as is possible. If 
you persist in this attempt to stop the 
sale of these mixtures your object will 
eventually be defeated by people buying 
the two articles separately and mixing 
them for themselves. You will only add 
to their trouble. I do not believe that 
this clause is one which will be conducive 
to the general well-being of the public. 


I do not think it will have the effect of | 


increasing the price of butter, although 
on superficial examination the tendency 
of limiting the amount of butter fat, and 
lowering the standard of margarine, might 


| have 


vote against this clause, because I look 
upon it as an unfair restriction on the 
production of a wholesome food product. 


| It is an attempt to prevent the public 


obtaining an article for which they wish, 
and it is an unfair restriction of trade 
without producing any greater guarantee 
of purity. 

DENNY 


COLONEL (Kilmarnock 


'Burghs): I have been throughout the 


progress of this Bill a consistent supporter 
of my right hon. friend, and whenever 


‘there has been any question as to the best 


means of effectually preventing fraud I 
gone thoroughly with him. I 
should be the last man to accuse him of 


| having anything but a sincere desire to do 
| that which is right, whether it will benefit 
| agriculture or not. 


3ut I fail to see in 
what way this clause will give the con- 
sumer more protection against fraud than 
he already has under the existing law. 
By it we are seeking to make the people 
| take an inferior article to that which they 


wish for, or, at least, we are compelling 


them to take a pure article which in many 
cases is inferior at the price compared 


|with that which they are now taking. 


Among workmen in my constituency, and 
in other parts of Scotland, a strong 
opinion has been expressed on this point. 
The question is of considerable importance 
to them in connection with their mutual 
trading societies, one of which purchases 
huge quantities of all kinds of food pro- 
ducts. They are distinctly against this 
| clause, because they hold that it will lead 
to a considerable interference with their 
business, while it will fail to afford any 
protection against fraud. I distinctly 
agree with them in that, and in conse- 
/quence I shall have to give my first 
adverse vote upon the Bill against this 
| clause. 


| Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): The 
| hon. Baronet who moved the rejection of 
| this clause took the point that we should 
| be depriving the public of the opportunity 
of purchasing a superior article, and that 
‘they would be compelled instead to take 

ap inferior one. But what was the nature 
| of the evidence which was laid before the 
Committee? The witnesses included im- 
|porters of great reputation, and persons 
| who represented merchants, distributors, 
_and consumers, and the sum total of the 
‘ evidence was that these mixtures were the 
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root and foundation of the whole of this 
dishonest trading. I suppose the large 
distributors of the country are equally as 
competent to express an opinion as to 
what is demanded by consumers as hon. 
Members here are to speak in the interests 
of their constituents. I myself had the 
privilege of introducing to the right hon. 
Gentleman a very influential deputation 
of importers, merchants, and distribu- 
tors. The distributors represented an 
annual turn-over in direct sales to 
the consumer of more than ten millions 
sterling per annum. What was the evi- 
dence they gave about these mixtures ? 
It was, that there were two distinct 
classes of buyers that came to the retail 
branches which were distributed over 
England, Scotland, and Ireland. There 
were those who came to buy margarine 
and those who came to buy butter. They 
seld no mixtures, because under the 
present Act they would have to describe 
them as margarine, and while the price of 
margarine ranged from 4d. to 6d. per 
pound, the price of butter was 10d. to Is. 
per pound. There was thus a _ hiatus 
between the two. If they had sold the 
mixtures, for which they would have 
had to ask a higher price although 


they would still have been labelled 
as margarine, the public could not 
have been induced to buy it at all. 


The point I want to make is that these 
mixtures are not being sold as margarine ; 
they are being palmed off on the public 
as butter. Take a trade paper of any 
date you like. Study the statistics with 
regard to Glamorganshire, and it will be 
found that grocers in that district are 
perpetually being summoned for this 
fraud. A person goes into a shop and 
asks for butter at 1s. per lb., but what he 
gets is an article containing 85 per cent. 
of margarine. 
Kilmarnock Burghs spoke on behalf of the 
working men. I will guarantee to pro- 


duce, at a few days’ notice, 100 cases from | 
Scotland of this fraud, where the working | 


man is paying his money for butter and 
getting this vile decoction. These mix- 
tures are the foundation of the 
fraud. It is very easy to argue that if 
the present law were perfectly enforced, 


and if these articles were properly sold, | 


there would be no necessity for this 
measure. 


The strongest point of all is that the 


great distributors, with branches all over 
the kingdom, do not sell these mixtures ; 


Mr. Kearley. 
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The hon. Member for the | 


whole | 


But the law is not enforced ; | 
it has broken down ; this fraud continues. | 
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they have tried to sell them, but without 
success. People who want butter will 
not have a mixture, and those who want 
margarine will only pay margarine price. 
I am perfectly certain that the right 
hon. Gentleman is taking a wise course 
in limiting the admixture of butter with 
margarine. The average quantity of 
these mixtures does not exceed 20 per 
cent. of the total output, showing that 
80 per cent. is bought as margarine and 
not as mixtures at all. That is another 
testimony that there is no universal 
demand for these mixtures. I do not 
claim to have any very special knowledge, 
but I have carefully considered the 
question here, and, in supporting this 
clause, I believe the Government will have 
taken a very drastic step towards 
stamping out this adulteration. 


*Sir JOHN LENG: My hon. friend, 


the Member for Devonport, has alluded 


to a large and influential deputation 
which he introduced upon this subject. 
About twelve months ago one of the 
Members for Liverpool, who sits on the 
the other side of the House, and who, 
along with myself, sat on the Select Com- 
mittee, introduced to the President of the 
Local Government Board one of the most 


crowded deputations I have ever attended 


—a deputation of grocers and large pro- 
vision dealers and produce merchants 
from all parts of the country. The mem- 
bers of the deputation successively rose 
and stated, not only that they found by 
experience that there is a large demand 
for butter and margarine mixtures, but 
that they thought it would be exceedingly 
injurious to the trade and the commerce 
in which they are engaged if such restric- 
tions as are proposed in this Bill were en- 
forced. The right hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Bill referred to the conduct 
of the Bill in Committee. I have the 
greatest pleasure in bearing testimony to 
the invariable fairness, reasonableness, 
and conciliatory manner in which he con- 
ducted the Bill through the Committee. 
But ! think it was obvious that there were 
some clauses which he was bound officially 
to support, but which he was not so 
keen in advocating as was the case with 
other clauses. The very fact that he 
| has sitting on his right hand a gentleman 
who, as Chairman of the Select Com- 
mittee, declined to commit himself to 
‘what is proposed in this clause, indi- 
cates that the Government have had a 
very difficult task. 
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THE SECRETARY To THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.): I declined to 
commit myself officially. 


*Sir JOHN LENG: The genesis of 
this clause is from an endeavour to con- 
ciliate, and, if possible, to find some 
middle line between those who were 
strongly against any mixtures, and those 
who might be induced to approve of a 
limited mixture. My strongest objection 
to this clause is that it introduces a new 
principle. I do not object to it because 
it is new, but because it isa bad principle. 
It is the first time in the legislation of 
this country that an attempt has been 
made to class as an adulteration the 
mixture of a superior with an inferior 
article. If the principle is introduced in 
this Bill, I do not see how far it is to be 
carried. In all our textile industries, and 


{19 JuLy 1899} 
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| good mixtures of margarine and butter to be 
sold under the proper name, ‘margarine,’ and 
it shows great weakness on the part of the 
| proposer of the Bill that he should think it 
necessary to prohibit the manufacture of a 
' clean, healthy, wholesome article of food.” 

There are cross-currents in this House ; 
there are cross-currents in the grocery 
and provision trades, There are dealers 
who deal in particular classes of goods, 
and they wish legislation to favour what 
| they deal in, and they wish, if possible, 
to put a weight in the balance against 





| other dealers with whom they have to 
| deal. There are also cross-currents and 


| diverse interests amongst the working men. 
| I have great respect for my hon. friend the 
| Member for Battersea: he is one of the 
| most intelligent of men ; I might exhaust 
|the complimentary epithets in the dic- 
| tionary with regard to him, and I should 
be quite sincere in doing so. But I know 
he thinks I am a heretic on this question. 


in many of our food products, this process | 
has been going on for a great number of | 
years. The object of it is to supply | 
consumers with what they desire and | 
willingly purchase, and purchase with | 
their eyes open. Reference has been | 


I reciprocate the compliment. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): I 


always suspect mixtures. 


*Smr JOHN LENG: He says he is 





made to the opinion of some persons in 
Manchester on this question. I will not 
repeat some extracts which I read from 
the Glasgow Chamber of Commerce, but 
there are a few sentences bearing directly 
upon this particular clause. They say : 

“ Your petitioners consider that if Clause 8 
of the Bill passes into law the Act will 
certainly fail of its end. 
that the community cannot now be deprived 
of so important, wholesome, and relatively 
cheap an article of food as margarine, and 
that the public is entitled to demand to get the 
best margarine which producers can supply.” 
And, further : 

“There is no informed person known to 
your petitioners who questions the goodness 


and desirability of er _ eth gra 
A e fault of its | 


and most valuable foo 
producers appears to be that they have made 
it too good and too cheap.” j 

Whoever heard before of such an attempt 
as is now being made—an unprincipled 


attempt in my view—to prevent by legis- | 
lation an article being improved and | 


made as good as it can be made? A) 
gentleman engaged in the same business 
writes : | 
“I know no Act of Parliament that pro- | 
hibits the cro Wet ag gr of any article what- | 
ever. I would ask, if it is allowable to add 
unlimited quantities of silk to cotton, cocoa to 
starch, wool to cotton, or coffee to chicory, for | 
the improvement of the inferior article, why | 
should the amount of butter be limited that 
may be mixed with margarine? Surely this | 
proposed new law is strong enough to allow of 


VOL. LXXIV [FourTH SERIEs. ] 


They are of opinion | 


against working men being imposed upon. 
SoamI. But, I say, who are the best 
judges but the working men themselves ? 
| The co-operative societies of the country 
| represent the working men to a very large 
‘extent, and what does the Scottish Co- 
| operative Wholesale Society say : 


“ Our society is composed of 289 co-operative 
| societies, with a inembership of over 220,000, 
all ratepayers and voters living in all parts of 
Scotland. Our members are chiefly of the 
working classes, who are interested in the 
clauses of the Bill and in preventing any 
restriction affecting the sale of a wholesome 
article. We entirely concur in what is said in 
the letter of the Health Committee, and we 
trust that you will use your utmost endeavours 
to get the suggestions therein made carried 
into effect, and thus benefit the general 


? 


| public.’ 
|I have already adverted to the fact that 
| north of the Tweed public opinion of all 
classes is almost entirely solid on this 
subject. My hon. friend the Member for 
3ridgeton has referred to the fact that the 
two most powerful supporters of the 
Government in the Press, the two 
journals which have the largest circulation 
and the greatest influence in Scotland— 
and as the proprietor of another journal 
have the greatest satisfaction in saying 
that—the Scotsman and the Glasgow 
Herald, both strongly representing the 
intelligence and enlightenment of Scot- 
land, kave most vigorously opposed this 


3B 
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clause. The Scotsman says: 


“Tt will not be easy to sustain the conten- 
tion that the proposed regulations and restric- 
tions of the margarine industry are not 
designed to protect one interest at the expense 
of another. The truth is that butter as a 
‘pure’ or ‘simple’ article is, from various 
points of view, a ‘basis’ article, using the 
word as it is applied to pure grape or other 
fruit juice in the wine trade.” 


The Glasgow Herald says : 


“What have been the guiding principles in 
this class of legislation during the past. The 
first is that all articles of food offered for sale 
must be wholesome and good; the second is 
that they must be sold for what they really 
are. But both these principles are set at 
naught by a clause “tek would debar dairies 
from increasing the quality of an article of 
sound and legitimate commerce and traders 
from selling it. Besides, see what this might 
lead to. So far as the working classes are 
concerned it might limit their supply of an im- 
portant wholesome and relatively cheap supply 
of food, while it would certainly prevent chown 
from getting margarine of a high quality, 
however much they should desire to do so. 
There seems, therefore, every reason to hope 
that the clause will disappear before the Bill 
passes into Jaw.” 


It is because I wish that that hope will 
be realised that I oppose this clause. It 
has already been said that this attempt to 
define by a clause what a mixed article of 
food should be will probably interfere with 
the progress of science. On that point the 
Berlin correspondent of Zhe Times states 
that : 

“Some experiments have been carried out 
recently in Germany, at the suggestion of Dr. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): There 


is one argument which appears of impor- 
tance with regard to this matter on which 
I should like to say a word. The right 
hon. Gentleman in charge of this Bill 
was chiefly influenced by the opinion 
of the great distributors, who, as my 
hon. friend the Member for Devonport 
said, turn over £10,000,000 a year. 
I think we ought to hesitate before we 
are influenced by the opinions of such 
people. There are two easy explanations 
of their preference for butter. Butter is 
the dearer article, and therefore distribu- 
tors, as my hon. friend has said, make a 
great deal more money by distributing it 
than by distributing margarine. 


Mr. KEARLEY: Oh, no. I said the 
distributors made more by distributing 
the cheaper article. 


Mr. LOUGH: The House will be able 
to weigh the arguments. I did not agree 
with my hon. friend, but I did not stand 
up to interrupt him, and I think he he 
not contributed particularly to the Debate 
by interrupting me. My hon. friend now 
states that distributors make more profit 
by distributing margarine ; but my second 
point is directly in opposition to that. I 
claim that in the nature of things, mar- 
garine being made by capitalist manufac- 
turers, they are more fit to compete 
with the great distributing companies 
is an article out of which not so much 
profit is made in its distribution as in the 
distribution of butter. Every interest I 





Liebreich, with an emulsion of almond paste as | have in this debate is on the side of 
a substitute for milk in the manufacture of | 1 : ta Seitneds A ERE CA 
margarine. The resulting substance, in taste, | yutter, in treland some Iriends of mine are 
colour, and consistency resembles ordinary | deeply interested in its production, and I 
butter, and is stated to be absolutely freefrom | am associated with the right hon. Mem- 
al] dangerous organisms. It keeps fresh much | joy for South Dublin in the splendid effort 
longer than butter, and only costs about half | ioe te wacdd . ge Pa Hen taint 
as much. Any kind of nuts can be used in the | & Is making to Improve the manulacture 
manufacture of this substitute.” of butter in Ireland, but I do not like to 
Re os trict hol |speak in favour of anything in which I 
sy ¢ » rs ‘Ag . £ V4 » 2» | e . : a: ie 
ay - temp oes . “a “8 aie eco am “interested, and in maintaining the 
ae opty od ca we it on ce | case of margarine I am speaking against 
« 1 y' are < ”. a > WwW B . mm : : > 
rT co f lewi Wati = 1 time Bo i 7 /'my own interests. The distribution of 
* e TIS]; satisne ¢ i f . . . 
“f the "T be ee a ee ones vill natin : | butter is far more profitable than the dis- 
a > ” ay > Ss , agree ° . 5 
ee eee Wie Bewe SO | (eibtion of atargarine. 
the withdrawal of this clause, which has | a _— 
been properly described as an excrescence , Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
on the Bill, it would very much simplify | 4¥estion before the House is whether the 
the passage of the Bill. We should feel sale of certain mixtures should be prevented, 
conscientiously bound in duty to our, Mr. LOUGH: I quite agree, Mr. 
constituents to a large number of manu- Speaker, and [ will sum up by asking the 
facturers and traders, and to the people | House not to be led away by the casuistry 
who purchase these articles of food, to at ; of these great distributing companies, but 
once withdraw all opposition to the other to seek out some single good principle 
clauses. I do appeal to the right hon. , and to stick to it. What is the principle 
Gentleman to take that course. \I would suggest? We are legislating 


Sir John Leng. 
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this afternoon in a way we _ have, important matter, but surely it has been 
never legislated before, because we are | adequately discussed. If the House will 
making it a crime to improve the quality | decide the point now, and let us have 
of a great article of food. This House | Clause 8, I will move to report progress, 
ought to be ashamed to do such a thing. | or make the corresponding motion. 

If the clauses we have already passed are | 
good clauses, which we are assured they, Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL: I desire 
are, if they are going to be as effective | to point out that if this clause is passed 
as we are assured they are going to be, thousands of honest traders in this 
then rely upon them, and do not drag in country who expose for sale margarine 
this clause. It is said that a great deal | that contains more than 10 per cent. of 
of fraud is perpetrated in the sale of mix-| butter fat, although they sell it as mar- 


i : | : . 
tures, but this Bill prevents the sale of | garine, can be prosecuted. Is that a fair 


any mixture, because, if only 1 per cent. | measure to pass? I think this is an im- 
of margarine is added, the substance | portant point which has been overlooked, 
must be sold as margarine. Therefore and I am afraid the Government will not 
every argument based on that point falls | realise it until they find traders through- 
to the ground. I think we should be | out the country brought before the magis- 
making a great mistake in preventing any | trates, not for selling margarine as butter, 
person making margarine as good as it | but because they are selling an article 
can be made, and I ask the House to act | containing 10 per cent. of butter fat. I 
in accordance with previous legislation, | think that is a scandal. 
tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA-| @veston ee 

SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester,| The House divided. 

E.): May I appeal to hon. Members? I} Ayes, 166; Noes, 83. (Division List, 
quite recognise that this has been an | No. 284.) 





AYES, 
Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) | Coghill, Douglas Harry | Gunter, Colonel 
Allsopp, Hon. George Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Colston,Chas.Edw.H.Athole | Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) Heaton, John Henniker 
Arrol, Sir William Cotton-Jodrell, Col.Edw T. D. | Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) | Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) | Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampste'd 
Baillie, Jas. E. B. (Inv Curzon, Viscount | Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
5 edgy Pega (Inverness) | Pajpiae, Colonel Philip Hugh | Hobhouse, Henry 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A J.(Maneh’r) | Dalkeith, Earl of en R. (Bow) 
salfour, Rt. Hon.G. W (Leeds) | Dalrymple, Sir Charles aecall 1 wilh items Henry 
Banbury, Frederick George | Davitt, Michael Hacks ort : er bri 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph J seed Sir J 8g Henry C. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket Doogan, P.C. | poe ic, ar coe pee 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. | Doughty, George pees ng ager 


} ol: . | Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) a y Homi: A. Alnare | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Beach, RtHonSirM H.-( ristol) Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. | Kearley, Hudson E. 
Beach, W W Bramston ( Hants.) ? ; 


2 cas Geeeeaa Kenvon-Sl , Col. Willi 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. Dyke, Rt.Hon. Sir W illiam H. Kin oe Beaty Co illiam 


| 

Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull Fellowes, Hon Ailwyn Edward | x 
Bigwood, James Fergusson, RtHnSitJ.(Mane’r) | Spine — e 
Bill, Charles _ Finch, George H. | Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Blundell, Colonel Henrv Finlay, Sir Robert B. Lawsen, Joke Grant (Yorks. ) 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- | Fisher, William Hayes Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Brassey, Albert | FitzWygram, General Sir F. Leighton, Stanley 
Brooktield, A. Montagu Garfit, William | Llewellyn,Evan H. (Somerset) 
Burns, John | Gibbons, J. Lloyd | Liewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans.) 

| 


Carlile, William Walter Goldsworthy, Major-General | Long,Rt.Hn.Walter(Liverpool 
Cavendish, R. F.(N. Lanes.) | Gordon, Hon. John Edward | Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Cayzer,-Sir Charles William Goschen,Rt HnGJ(StGeorge’s) | Lowe, Francis William 

Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) | Goschen, George J. (Sussex) | Lowther,RtHnJW.(Cum’l ind 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. | Goulding, Edward Alfred Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.) | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Macaleese, Daniel 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Chelsea, Viscount Gretton, John | Macdona, John Cumming 
Coddington, Sir William Gull, Sir Cameron Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
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Maclure, Sir John William 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
MiddlemoreJohnThrogmorton 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pac 
Moore,Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 
Morgan,HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Powell,SirFrancis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 





Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert Hy. 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Billson, Alfred 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carmichael, Sir T. B. Gibson- | 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Colville, John 
Courtnev, Rt. Hon. Leonard H. 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, Arthur 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Evershed, Sydney 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 
Hazell, Walter 
Hedderwick,Thos. Charles H. | 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. | 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I hope the Leader of 
the House will now report progress. I 


understand that a great 


important Amendments to the clause 


! Talbot, Rt HnJ.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 


| Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cum land) 


| Perks, Robert William 


{COMMONS} 


Quilter, Sir Cuthbert , 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. SirMatthewW | 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 

Seton- Karr. Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lances.) 
Strachey, Edward 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 








NOES. 


Holland, Wm. H.(York, W.R.) | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans. ) | 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHn SirU | 
Kinloch, Sir John Gee. Symth 
Langley, Batty 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Leng, Sir John 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lober, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lough, Thomas 

Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Killop, James 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 
Mellor,Rt. Hon. J. W. ( Yorks.) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Paulton, James Mellor 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,Sir G.A.(LanesSW | 


number of | 
clause. 


itself still remain to be discussed. It 


would be against the understanding come 


to if we sat much longer. 


Mr. LONG: I only speak with the 
I do not know on 


leave of the House. 
what information the right 


man spoke, but so far as the Amendments | 
on the Paper are concerned, no special | 


amount of percentage. 
amount to a large number of questions, as 
was suggested by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and | think we might finish this 
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Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E. (Kent) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. R.( Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Pirie, Dunean V. 


| Price, Robert John 


Priestley, Briggs ( Yorks.) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


| Robson, William Snowdon 


Schwann, Charles &. 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 


| Sinclair, Fa J. (Forfarshire) 
| Souttar, Robinson 
| Spicer, Albert 


Sutherland, Sir Thomas 


| Thomas,A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
| Thomas,David Alfd. (Merthyr) 
| Thorburn, Walter 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, Jno. Carvell( Notts. ) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 


' Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 


Woods, Samuel 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir Charles Cameron and 
Mr. Jonathan Samuel. 


That does not 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I understand that if the Amendments are 


not very numerous, they are at all events 
important, and likely to give rise to dis- 


cussion. 
hon. Gentle- , ing now. 


Mr. A. J. 


I do not think the right hon. 
Gentleman will lose anything by adjourn- 


BALFOUR: I 


am sorry 


point is raised by them, except the | that the right hon. Gentlemay takes that 
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view. I quite agree that it is undesirable | this additional appropriation is to be 


to ask the House to sit on Wednesday | made to the. Irish tenants. 

afternoon, except under very exceptional | 

circumstances, beyond the hour now| THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
reached. I assent to the adjournment of |LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
the Debate, but I hope the right hon. | Central): The amount at present granted 
Gentleman will assist the Government in| to the Congested Districts Board is 
getting the remainder of the Bill when it £6,500. The sum now proposed is 





comes on again. I shall put it down as 
the second Order for to-morrow night. 


Further consideration, as amended, 
deferred till to-morrow. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND) [EXPENSES. ] 


Resolution reported : 


“That it is expedient to authorise the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided 
by Parliament, of an annual sum, not ex- 
ceeding £25,000, for the purposes of the 
Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Acts, 
including the payment of the salaries or 
remuneration of officers employed by the 


Board, and the administrative expenses | 
of the Board, in pursuance of any Act of | 
the present Session relating to the Con- | 


gested Districts Board (Ireland).” 


Resolution agreed to. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. Grant Lawson (York, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the chair. 


Clause 5. 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, 8.): I 
think the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
should give some explanation of why 
he proposes to devote a sum of 
£25,000 a year more out of the pockets 
of the English taxpayers for the benefit of 
Ireland. I do not think that this sum ought 
to be voted sub silentio. When the right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite sat on this side 
of the House their great objection to 
Home Rule was that we would have to 
pay for it, and they made this a grievance 
with the English working man. Now 
that they are on that side of the House 
they are doing exactly what they con- 
demned when sitting here. We should 
have some specific explanaticn of why 


. 


| £25,000, and the real addition to the 
| income of the Congested Districts Board 
| proposed by the Bill is about £18,000 or 
| £19,000. The reason why we are asking 
for that increase is this. The board has 
been established for nine years, and the 
experimental stage is now over. The 
| particular object for which the larger sum 

will be required is the purchase and sub- 

sequent improvement of the estates 

before selling them to the tenant. A 
|large part of the money spent on im- 
provements will be reproductive, but not 
| in every instance. 





Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): I am sure 
my hon. friend does not intend to arrest 
the progress of this Bill through the 
House. I wish to assure him that in the 
end it will tend to relieve the taxpayers’ 
pockets. One of the objects of the Con- 
| gested Districts Board is to find a perma- 
/ nent remedy for the recurring distress in 
| certain districts in the West of Ireland, 
|and to try and relieve poor tenants and 
| better their social condition. 


| 


Clause agreed to. 


Bill reported, without Amendment ; 


read the third time, and passed. 


a 


NAVAL a (CONSOLIDATED 
‘UND.] 


Resolutions reported—- 


“(1.) That it is expedient to make further 
srovision for the construction of works in the 

nited Kingdom and elsewhere for the pur- 
poses of the Royal Navy, and to authorise the 
issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, of such 
sums not exceeding in the whole £3,100,000, as 
may be required for those purposes, and to 
apply the provisions of The Naval Works Act, 
1895, and of The Naval Works Act, 1896 (as to 
the mode of raising money, and as to the 
application of surplus income), to the said 
purposes. 


“(2.) That it is expedient to amend the law 
with respect to the construction and use of 
tramways for naval purposes. ’ 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.) said there were one or two points as 
to which he desired some explanation. 
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The amount of money asked for seemed{ Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
to be out of all proportion, as far as he| asked whether the memorandum to be 
could ascertain, to precedent. The House! presented to-morrow would show the 
was asked to sanction the borrowing of | estimates for the last three years on 
£3,100,000—and this in the middle of | the various works compared with the 
July—while the Admiralty had already | actual expenditure, as there appeared to 
unexhausted borrowing powers in regard | be a great discrepancy between the esti- 
to a million of money. Hitherto the | mated expenditure and the actual expendi- 
Naval Works Bill had been an annual Bill, | ture. It was manifest that the Civil Lord 
but the money now asked for was to | must have expected small progress during 
cover the expenditure of two years. | the coming year, and still smaller in the 


‘ ‘following year, if this amount of 
Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMLI-| OR ams rgb ey 

RALTY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, | £1,400,000 were a correct estimate. 

Worcestershire, E.): If the House will | 
consent to pass this Resolution now and | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
allow the Bill to be brought in, I hope | The remarks of the hon. Gentleman show 
the Bill itself will be in the hands of | the great inconvenience of discussing a 
Members to-morrow morning, together | matter of this kind before the Bill is in 
with a memorandum giving a full explana-| the hands of hon. Members. The hon. 
tion of the works proposed as well as a Gentleman has stated not very accurately 


Adjournment of 


schedule setting out each work separ- | 
ately. We desire to give the House 
the fullest possible information. The 


| the amount of money required for works 
‘already completed, and has assumed that 
\it is for the expenditure of the next two 


expenditure for which we provide in this years, He will find when the Bill is in his 





Act is to last until the 31st March, 1901, 
that is to say, for two years, in the same | 
way as the money under the last Act 
was for two years. The Bill follows very 
closely the Act of 1897, as far as it is 
applicable to present circumstances. As 
soon as the Bill is circulated plans of the 
new works shall be placed in the Tea 


Room. | 
*Sir U. KAY -SHUTTLEWORTH | 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe): We must all be | 
obliged to my hon. friend who has asked | 
this question, and to the hon. Gentleman | 
opposite for the statement he has made. | 
This Bill is brought in at an extremely | 
late period of the session, and apparently | 
is in some respects a departure from pre- | 
cedent. For the first time the House is | 
informed that this is a Bill for two)! 
years, instead of an annual Bill, by | 
which the control of Parliament over this | 
great expenditure is preserved from year 
to year. But I do not rise for the 
purpose of offering criticisms on this Bill, 
because I think it would be very much 
more convenient that we should discuss 
the measure when it is in our hands, with | 
the memorandum to which the hon. | 
Member referred. I think we may fairly | 
ask that as there is this new departure | 
in respect of the Bill being for two years, | 
and as new works are included,a reasonable | 
time should be allowed for its considera. | 
tion. I hope that the Second Reading | 
will not be taken this week, 





hands that this is not so, and with regard 
to the next two years I hope we shall 
make good progress. 


Resolutions agreed to :—Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Goschen, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. 
Macartney, and Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 


NAVAL WORKS BILL. 


“To make further provision for the 
construction of works in the United 
Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes 
of the Royal Navy, and to amend the 
law with respect to the construction and 
use of tramways for naval purposes,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first 


itime; to be read a second time upon 


Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
o7 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING (CLAUSES) BILL. 


As amended, considered. Amendments 
made. Bill read the third time, and 
passed. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 17th day of this instant July, Mr. 
Speaker adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


House adjourned accordingly at ten 
minutes before Seven of the 
clock, 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. /LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 
Thursday, 20th July 1899. _ Report from the Select Committee, 


That the Committee had not proceeded 
| with the consideration of the Bill, no 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table ; the Orders made on the 11th of 
The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted July and Tuesday last discharged ; and 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- Bill committed to a Committee of the 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certi- | Whole House. 
ficate from the Examiners that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following GODALMING CORPORATION WATER 
_ Bill have been complied with: BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | With Amendments. 
ORDER (No. 15). RES Ba 
And the Certificate that no Standing LONDON COUN a COUNCIL (MONEY) 


Orders are applicable to the following! ,, 
Bill : | Reported with Amendments. 








POWERS) BILL. — 
: Reported from the Select Committee 
The same were ordered to lie on the | with Amendments. 
Table. 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) PRO- 


| LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
VISIONAL ORDER. 


WORCESTERSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL 
WEST METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 
semen Reported with Amendments. 
Report from the Select Committee, 


» That the Committee had not proceeded | CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL. 


with the consideration of the Bill, no DARWEN CORPORATION BILL. 
parties having appeared in opposition) Reported with Amendments. 


thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the | 
Table. The orders made on Tuesday | BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAIL- 
last discharged ; and Bill committed. WAY BILL. 
teported with an Amendment. 
NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE TRAMWAYS | . : 2 
AND IMPROVEMENT BILL. | GREENOCK AND PORT GLASGOW 
TRAMWAYS BILL [H.1.] 
Commons Amendment considered, and 
| agreed to. 


Report from the Select Committee, | 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
Committee having found that the peti-| b KER STREET AND WATERLOO 
tioners had no locus standi before them ; RAILWAY. BILL. 

A > coaligent han bon Pr ag! z gore Read 3¢, with the Amendments ; 
ait shag ety eho wy anc’ further Amendments made ; Bill passed, 


Tuesday last discharged ; anc ill com- | 
sone last discharged ; and Bill com and returned to the Commons. 
ed, | 


—_ «totortekm (*) at ory commencement «7 


: ; STOCKPORT CORPORATION BILL. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL |, sagt “4 
ORDERS (No. 17) BILL. =| DERBY CORPORATION TRAMWAYS, 

Report from the Select Committee, | &e., BILL. 
That the Committee had not proceeded | Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and 
with the consideration of the Bill, no | passed, and returned to the Commons, 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the} BROOKE'S PARK (LONDONDERRY) 


Table ; the orders made on the 11th of BILL [#.L.]. 

July and Tuesday last discharged; and| OWEN’S COLLEGE, MANCHESTER, 
Bill committed to a Committee of the BILL [H.L.] 

Whole House for to-morrow. Returned from the Commons, agreed to. 


VOL. LXXIV. [FourtH Serres. ] 3 C 
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LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAIL- | QUEEN’S COLLEGE, GALWAY. 
WAY AND DOCK BILL. Annual Report of the President, for the 


LOWESTOFT PROMENADE PIER BILL. | 5¢ssion, 1898-99. 
: 
MIDLAND AND SOUTH-WESTERN Presented (by Command), and ordered 


JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL. to lie on the Table. 


Returned from the Commons with the | 


Amendments agreed to. MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 


Orders in Council of 14th July, 1899— 


BRISTOL GAS BILL [H.1.] sae: 
Returned from the Commons with the | I. Sanctioning a reduction, made by 
v] nec \ BY ons W 7] mi: 3 ° ye 
J eae ig : the Trinity House in Kingston 
Amendment made by the Lords to the | J cin hen 
Amendments made by the Common upon-Hull, of certain buoyage 
An 3 é y 3 S,. | : ae 
ws : it ‘wensiepei jhe *| and beaconage dues levied by 
agree( a be d 
— that Corporation between Hull 


and the sea ; 
Ii. Approving certain pilotage bye- 
laws made by the Corporation of 


SOUTH HANTS WATER BILL [H.1L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed to, | 
with Amendments; the said Amend- | 


ments considered, and agreed to. Bristol. 
| III, Authorising the increase, by the 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | appointment of an additional 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. | lower grade clerk, of the estab- 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | : lishment of the Trinity House. 

ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. IV. Sanctioning an increase in the 
salary paid to Mr. George Napier 
McMurdo, a clerk in the service 
of the Commissioners of "Irish 


Amendments reported (according to | 
order), and Bills to be read 3¢ To-| 


morrow, 
Lights. 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL | V. Approving an amended bye-law 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. | made by the Newport (Mon.) 
Read 3¢ (according to order), with | Pilotage Board, in lieu of bye- 
the Amendment, and passed, and re- | law No. 11 of the bye-laws ap- 
turned to the Commons. proved by Order in Council of 


3rd October, 1895. 
. Approving certain bye-laws, made 
by the Trinity House in Kings- 


| 
METROPOLIS MANAGEMENT ACTS|  ,, 
AMENDMENT (BYELAWS) BILL [1.1.1]. VI 


Commons Amendments — considered | : Halt Betae tis cover a 
(according to Order), and agreed to. | ee 
pilotage between Hull and Goole. 





FOREIGN JURISDICTION A€T, 1890. 

Order in Council of 14th July 1899, 
entitled “The China, Japan, and Corea 
(Supreme Court) Order in Council, 1899.” 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ‘ce. 

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT. 
Report of the Committee of Council | 
on Education on schools for the blind and | 


deaf ; with appendices, 1898-99. Laid before the House (pursuant to 


Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES, | 
1899-1900). | HOUSES OF LORDS AND COMMONS 
PERMANENT STAFF. 
Report from the Joint Committee (with 
_the proceedings of the Committee) made, 
SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. and to be printed. (No. 171.) : Minutes 
Correspondence relating to the Bloem- | of evidence, together with an appendix, 
fontein Conference, 1899. ‘laid upon the Table, and to he delivered 
, 1899. 


Explanatory memorandum by the Sec- | 
retary of State for India. 


| out. 
AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). OYSTERS BILL [#.1.] 


Returns for the quarter ended 30th! Report from the Select Committee 
June, 1899. |(with the proceedings of the Committee) 
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made, and to be printed. (No. 172.): 
Minutes of evidence laid upon the Table, 
and to be delivered out. Bill reported 
with Amendments ; and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House; and to 
be printed as amended. (No. 173.) 
PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [4...] 

To be read 2¢ on Tuesday next. 
GORDON MEMORIAL COLLEGE AT 
KHARTOUM [4.L.] 

Read 3¢ (according to Order) ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons. | 
SEATS FOR SHOP ASSISTANTS BILL. | 

Amendments reported (according to | 
Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


COMPANIES BILL [u.t.]. | 
| 





CoMMITTEE. 


Order of the Day for the House | 
being put into Committee on this Bill | 
read. | 


*Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The | 
Eart or Hatspury): My Lords, it will | 
be more in order to go into details with | 
regard to the provisions of this Bill on 
the Third Reading. I will simply say | 
now that the Select Committee to whom | 
the matter has been referred thought it | 
well to rely rather on provisions intended | 
to prevent, if possible, the making of 
fraudulent companies than on the inflic- 
tion of pains and penalties on persons who 
were engaged in the conduct of com- 
panies afterwards. They thought it more 
prudent to see that in the initiation of 
new companies certain precautions should 
be adopted to prevent their beginning 
business until they have sufficient capital, 
and that will be effected by a provision 
against allotment until a certain propor- 
tion of the capital has been subscribed. 
Furthermore, the Select Committee have 
thought it right that persons put forward 
as directors of a company should, by some 
act of their own, recognise the responsi- 
bility they have assumed, and be called 
upon to sign a decaration that they are, 
and intend to be, directors of the company 
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which they have sat have not been thrown 
away when they have arrived at practical 
unanimity with regard to a subject so im- 
portant to the mercantile community. I 
shall go more minutely into the pro- 
visions of the Bill at a later stage, but I 
thought it necessary to say these few 
words on the present occasion. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; the Amendments proposed by the 
Select Committee made ; Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; the Report of Amend- 
ments to be received on Friday, the 28th 
inst. 


QUESTIONS. 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS. 

Tue Eart or WEMYSS: Seeing my 
noble friend the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies in his place, I would like 
to ask whether he can give the House any 
news with reference to the Transvaal. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR THE COLONIES (the Earl of SEL- 
BORNE): My Lords, in answer to the 
question of the noble Earl, I have to say 
that the following telegram has been 
received from the High Commissioner, 
Sir Alfred Milner : 


“19th July. British Agent South African 
Republic reports Article IV. of Franchise Law 
— by twenty-two votes to five, with fol- 
owing alterations in Clause 1—viz., the 
words ‘at least seven’ are substituted for 
‘nine,’ and the words from ‘or five years’ to 
end of clause are deleted. This has effect of 
making residential qualification for franchise 
seven years retrospective.” 


Her Majesty’s Government have no 
official information as to redistribution, 
but it has been stated that the Govern- 
ment of the South African Republic pro- 
poses to give seven new seats to the 
districts chiefly inhabited by aliens. If 
this report is confirmed, this important 
change in the proposals of President 
Kruger, coupled with previous Amend- 
ments, leads the Government to hope 





of which they are advertised as directors. | that the new law may prove to be a basis 
In the deliberations of the Committee, | of settlement on the lines laid down by 
which have lasted three years, they have Sir Alfred Milner at the Bloemfontein 
arrived at practical unanimity. There | Conference. They observe, however, that 
certainly has never been a better Com-/ the Volksraad have still retained a num- 
mittee constituted, in respect of its legal | ber of conditions which might be so inter- 
elements, its business elements, and its| preted as to preclude those otherwise 
general knowledge of the world, and I} qualified from acquiring the franchise, 
think I may say the three years during | and might, therefore, be used to take 


3 C 2 
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away with one hand what has been given 
with the other. 
alien desirous of burghership shall pro- 
duce a certificate of continuous registration 


during the period required for naturalisa- | 


tion is an instance of this, for it has been 
stated that the law of registration has 
been allowed to fall into desuetude, and 


that but few aliens, however long resident | 
in the country, have been continuously | 
It would also be easy by | 


registered. 
subsequent legislation to alter the whole 
character of the concessions now made, 


but Her Majesty’s Government feel 
assured that the President, having 


accepted the principle for which they 
have contended, will be prepared to 
reconsider any detail of his schemes 
which can be shown to be a_ possible 


hindrance to the full accomplishment of | 


the object in view, and that he will not 
allow them to be nullified or reduced in 
value by any subsequent alterations of 
the law or acts of administration. I may 
add that Her Majesty's Government 
received late last night the following 
telegram from the Governor of Natal : 


“19th July. Resolution proposed to-day in 


Assembly by Baynes, seconded by Escombe. | 


Begins :—‘ Legislative Assembly, Natal, desires 
to express its sympathy with and approval of 
action of British Government in its endeavour 


to secure equal rights and privileges for all | this point, or that they considered them- 
Europeans in South Africa, whereby peace, | Y . 
: : selves competent to discharge the duties 


prosperity, and termination of racial animosity 
in this country can alone be assured.’ Ends. 
Prime Minister, who had to be carried to 
Assembly from his bed, to which he has been 
confined by the result of an accident for a 
fortnight, strongly supported on behalf of 
Government. Resolution carried unanimously 
amidst cheers.” 


KINGSTOWN HARBOUR. 
*Lorp CLONBROCK: My Lords, I 


rise to ask to what Government Depart- | 


ment the Kingstown Harbour Commis- 
sioners and harbour-master are respon- 
sible for the discharge of their duties, and 
to move— 

“That it is desirable that a committee he 
appointed to inquire into the management of 
Kingstown harbour, and the adequacy of the 
staff of the harbour master, and whether the 
lay Board of Harbour Commissioners suould 
have the power of reducing that staff on their 
sole authority.” 

I ask this question, my Lords, because it 
appears impossible, from the ordinary 
sources of information, to ascertain to 
what Department the Harbour Commis- 
sioners belong. Every Department seems 
inclined to disavow any connection with 
The Earl of Selborne. 


‘LORDS} 


The provision that the | 
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'the Kingstown Board of Harbour Com- 
missioners, but as they are a Government 
‘department and entrusted with the ex- 
|penditure of public money there must 
be some Department to whom they are 
responsible, and to whom the harbour 
master can appeal for redress when he has 
been treated, as I think I proved to the 
House on Thursday that he has been in 
this case, in a very unjustifiable manner 
by the Commissioners. The answer which 
| was given to the question I asked on Thurs- 
' day appeared to me so unsatisfactory that 
I gave notice that I would move for an 
inquiry into the whole matter. In saying 
'that the answer was most unsatisfactory 
‘I must, of course, assure my noble friend, 
Lord Denbigh, who gave the answer, that 
no reflection is intended upon him, because 
he only read a paper which had been 
placed in his hands, and was in no way 


‘responsible for the contents or the tenor 


‘of the answer. The more I look at the 
answer the more unsatisfactory it appears 
to be. In the first place, it is not actually 
an answer to my question at all. It states 
that the Commissioners were satisfied that 
if the harbour-master carried out the in- 
structions given to him there would be no 
danger to life or property in the harbour. 
I never doubted for one moment that the 
Harbour Commissioners were satisfied on 


of the harbour-master as well as their 
own. For aught I know they may con- 
sider themselves competent to command 
the Channel Fleet. But my question was 
whether Her Majesty’s Government were 
satisfied, which I trust is a very different 
matter; whether they were of opinion 
that due security was afforded to vessels 
frequenting the harbour when the harbour 
master, an experienced naval officer, had 
reported that the staff which had been 
given to him was absolutely inadequate 
tor the discharge of his duties. I hoped 
that the Government in view of the im- 
portance of the matter would not be con 
tent with the “ ipse dixit ” of a lay Board, 
‘ but would consult some nautical authority. 
The Harbour Commissioners, as the answer 
stated, are undoubtedly responsible for 
the management and control of the 
harbour, and the harbour master is bound 
to carry out the regulations which have 
been made ; but the Commissioners have 
interfered with the men under the harbour 
master, and given them separate instruc- 
tions. As a matter of fact, they interfere 
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1353 Kingstown 
with the harbour-master in all the details 
of his official business, and if they are 
to do this I should like to know what is 
the good of having an experienced naval 
officer holding this post. When Captain 
Crofton was appointed by the then Lord 
Lieutenant (the Duke of Marlborough), the 
noble Duke made it a sine qué non that 
the harbour-master should be a Com- 
mander in the Royal Navy of not less 
than forty years of age, and _ before 
making the appointment he _ referred 
to the Admiralty for particulars as to 
the character of that officer, and the 
appointment was not given to him until 
the noble Duke received a reply from the 
Admiralty stating that he bore a very high 
character. When the appointment was 
made, the noble Duke did not evidently 
anticipate that the harbour master would 
be reduced to the subordinate position 
in which it is now sought to place him. 
Under former Commissioners he was 
treated as a nautical adviser, and frequently 
consulted, and no attempt was made to 
interfere with him in the discharge of his 
duties. Now I come to what I consider 
the worst part of the answer which 
was given on behalf of the Govern- 
ment to the question asked by me on 
Thursday, viz., the unworthy insinuation 
thrown out against the harbour-master, 
that if he <ook a more active part in the 
discharge of his duties the staff might be 
reduced from twelve to eleven. The 
question I was calling attention to was 
the inadequacy of the staff of boatmen. 
Is it intended that the harbour-master 
should pull an oar in_ his boat, 
or act as stoker to his steam launch ? 
If the answer does not mean that, 
what does it mean? How can an officer, 
by any increased activity, supply a 
deficiency on his staff unless he himself 
performs the duties of the man who is 
wanting? It seemsso impossible that the 
Commissioners could have thus confused 
the duties of an officer and aseaman, that 
it looks to me as if this remark was made in 
the answer in an outbreak of temper, and 
as if the Commissioners, feeling that they 
were in the wrong, were trying to divert 
attention by throwing blame on somebody 
else. Their action reminds me of the old 
story of the instructions given to counsel 
— We have no case, abuse the plaintift’s 
solicitor.” There is an apparent dis- 
crepancy between the numbers I stated 
to the House on Thursday and the 
numbers given by the Commissicners. 
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I was speaking only of the staff of boat 
men, and I stated that they numbered four, 
of whom only two could be on duty at one 
time. In addition to the boatmen there 
are two engine-room hands, two harbour 
constables, a night watchman, a messenger, 
and another ofticer who acts in the double 
capacity of pier-master and assistant har 
bour-master, making in all some eleven or 
twelve men; but of these only four are 
hoatmen, and only two are avaibable at 
one time. The Commissioners further said 
that the harbour-master was instructed 
to report immediately any case in which 
the authorised staff was found insufficient, 
and that no case had been reported ; but 
I must remind the House that the chief 
ground of complaint on the part of the 
harbour-master, which it seems impossible 
to get the Board to recognise, was 


that the staff would be _ insuttficient 
to cope with any emergency caused 
by stress of weather. This  emer- 


gency has not occurred yet, but it is 
obvious that two men will be quite 
incapable of meeting it when it does 
occur. I think a sufficient case has been 
made out, and I hope Her Majesty’s 
Government will grant an inquiry in some 
shape or form, and invite the opinion of 
nautical experts, who will be able to 
pronounce definitely whether the staff at 
the disposal of the harbour master is 
sufficient or not. 


Moved-— 

“That it is desirable that a committee be 
appointed to inquire into the management of 
Kingstown Harbour, and the adequacy of the 
staff of the harbour-master, and whether the 
lay Board of Harbour Commissioners should 
have the power of reducing that staff on their 
sole authority.” —(Zhe Lord Clanbrock.) 

THE EArt or CLANWILLIAM: I 
should like to express the hope that Her 
Majesty’s Government will grant the 
inquiry asked for, because I think it is 
evident that the present Harbour Com- 
missioners, who are really the Board of 
Works, have been exercising a false 
economy. Moreover, the action of the 
Commissioners in approaching the men 
under the harbour-master in the way 
they have done is subversive of all 
discipline. 

THE LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount 
Cross): My Lords, I will commence by 
answering the question which the noble 
Lord has asked. The Harbour Com- 
missioners are directly under the control 
of the Treasury, and it is to that Depart 
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ment that complaints should be made if | 
the Commissioners do anything wrong. 
I admit to the full the importance of 
Kingstown Harbour, and I am quite 
willing to grant that when the harbour- 
master was appointed he had done most 
valuable service. He was an officer in the 
Navy, and in that position acquitted him- 
self with great distinction. 
shall be able to persuade the noble Lord 
not to press his motion. I am told by 
the Treasury that it is unusual to grant an 


Kingstown 


inquiry by a Committee of the House of | 


Commons in regard to a Departmental 
question of this kind. Of course, 
this House has the right to order any 
inquiry it likes, but when the question 
is one of staff, which involves a money 
transaction, I hope your Lordships will 
not take that course unless there are very 
strong reasons for it. I regret very much 
that this question was not raised on the 
Irish Estimates in the House of Commons, 
as the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
have been present to answer it, and the 


matter could have been better argued | 
than it can possibly be in your Lordships’ | 


House. The question is really whether 
the staff of the harbour-master is suffi- 
cient or not, and I quite agree that when 
you have a_ naval officer as harbour- 
master—a man of considerable ability 
and capacity—his advice and opinion 
ought to have great weight with the 
Harbour Commissioners. I have a lot of 
correspondence in my hand which has 
taken place between the Harbour Com- 
missioners and the authorities, but I 
am not going to trouble your Lordships 
by reading any portion of it. 
however, that-‘my noble friend stated that 
the leave of absence of the harbour- 
master had been curtailed. I have a/| 
letter which states that the question of 
leave of absence had never been raised. | 
Of course, in making this statement I am 
repeating information which has been 
given to me. There seems to be a feeling, 
whether right or wrong, that the harbour- | 
master has not been fairly treated by the 
Harbour Commissioners, and there is also 
some doubt as to his position. 
Lieutenant has the appointment of the 
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I hope I 


I observe, | 


The Lord , 
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inform the noble Lord that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has promised that he 
will undertake that an inquiry shall be 
held if it is the wish of your Lordships. 
I hope the noble Lord will be satisfied 
with that assurance, and not press his 
motion. 


*Lorp CLONBROCK : I should like to 
'explain that in moving for a committee 
| of inquiry I did not mean a committee of 
this House. Ihad hoped that the Govern- 
ment might see their way to appoint an 
impartial small Committee, comprising 
| some nautical experts, to decide the ques- 
tion of the staff. The question of leave 
is not one of so great importance, but 
the harbour-master informed me that his 
‘leave had been reduced from five weeks to 
four, and it certainly seems curious that 
the Board should know nothing about 
it. He informed me that the reason given 
for the reduction was that the length of 
| his leave had been made to correspond 
'with that granted to other harbour- 
masters. I do not know how many 
harbour-masters have the misfortune to 
be under this board, but harbours cer- 
tainly vary in size, and there cannot be 
another ot such importance as Kingstown. 
Therefore the comparison between the leave 
given tothe harbour-master at Kingstown 
and that given to the smaller harbour- 
masters is not a faircomparison. It also 
came to his knowledge that the leave of 
the harbour-master had been calculated 
/on the scale of pay, and that he was 
held in the office to rank with a 
third-class clerk. This, however, was 
not stated directly to him. I am con- 
/vinced that the owners of ships _fre- 
quenting Kingstown harbour would be 
very apprehensive if they knew that the 
staff had been reduced to such an extent 
that the only experienced man concerned 
—the harbour-master—declared it to be 
insufficient, and especially so in times of 
emergency. I think a thorough inquiry 
should be held into the matter on public 
grounds, and if the noble Viscount will 
assure me that such an inquiry will be 
held I will not press my motion. 


harbour-master, who cannot be dismissed | 


without the sanction of the Lord Lieu- 


tenant, but, in the meantime, he performs | 
his duty under the control of the Office | 


of Works. If there is a feeling that an 
inquiry ought to be made, let it be made 
by the proper authorities, and I may 


Viscount Cross. 


ViscounT CROSS: My Lords, I can 
only repeat that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has stated that, if it is desired 
| by the House, an inquiry shall be made. 
| With regard to the question of leave, I 
' havea letter here, signed by Mr. Stevenson, 


‘ 
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in which he savs that the question of | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
leave of anh entirely a bi one. | ORDERS (No. 13) BILL [Lords]. 

‘ Reported, without Amendment (Provi- 
Motion (by leave of the House) with- | sional Orders confirmed) ; Report to lie 
| upon the Table. 


drawn. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD (IRE-| Bill to be read the third time To- 


LAND) BILL. | morrow. 
Brought from the Commons; Read 1°;! TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
and to be printed. (No. 174.) (No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, without Amendment (Provi- 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING (CLAUSES) BILL. | sional Orders confirmed); Report to lie 
Brought from the Commons ; Read 1¢ ; er ae, nen 


to be printed ; and to be read 2° on Bill to be considered To-morrow. 

Friday the 28th instant (Zhe Earl of 

Dudley). (No. 175.) | WAKEFIELD CORPORATION — BILL 
| [Lords]. 


UNIVERSITY OF LONDON ACT (1898)) 00, o 
AMENDMENT BILL. | MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [Lords]. 
Brought from the Commons ; Read 1¢; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* To-| NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 


morrow (Zhe Lord President |D. Devon- | [Lords]. 
mire}. (ise. 196.) | WOLVERHAMPTON TRAMWAYS BILL 
[ Lords]. 


House adjourned at five minutes 
past Five of the elock, till _ WATE > ae de) 
To-morrow half-past Ten of the FYLDE WATER BOARD BILL [Lords}. 
clock. 


MOSS SIDE URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [Lords]. 


om , i WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. CIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [Lords]. 


Thursday, 20th July 1899. STRETFORD URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL (TRAMWAYsS) BILL [Lords]. 


HASTINGS HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
OYSTERMOUTH RAILWAY OR TRAM- 
oe ROAD BILL [Lords]. 
GOOLE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL | LEIGH-ON-SEA URBAN DISTRICT 
BILL. COUNCIL BILL [Lords]. 
Lords Amendments considered, and|GREAT YARMOUTH WATER BILL 
agreed to. [Lords]. 


| 





eer ea eee eee Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
Sl scien mae BILL | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
4OTas |. 
é | 
As amended, considered ; Amendments | 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


PETITIONS. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS BILL. 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [Lords]. ne 
Petition from London and other places, 


_ Reported, without Amendment (Provi- | for alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 
sional Orders confirmed); Report to lie 





upon the Table. SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN. 

Bill to be read the third time To- Petition from Colne, for alteration of 
morrow. | law ; to lie upon the Table. 
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TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. | 
Petitions against ;—From Sunderland, | 
and Halifax ; to lie upon the Table. | 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND.) | 
Copy presented,—of Return for the | 
quarter ended 30th June 1899 [by Com- | 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


(QJUEEN’S COLLEGE (GALWAY.) 
Copy presented,—of Report of the | 
President for the session 1898-9 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
of 14th July, 1899, entitled “The China, 
Japan, and Corea (Supreme Court) Order 
in Council, 1899” [by Act]; to le upon 
the Table. 


FOREIGN 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
of 14th July, 1899, approving certain 
bye-laws made by the Trinity House in 
Kingston-upon- Hull fixing the rates of 
pilotage between Hull and Goole [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council of 
14th July, 1899, sanctioning a reduction 
made by the Trinity House in Kingston- 
upon-Hull of certain buoyage and beacon- , 
age dues levied by that ag een 
between Hull and the sea [by Act] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 


\ings bank in 


Teports, de. 


by the appointment of an additional 
lower grade clerk, of the establishment 
lof the. Trinity House [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council of 
| 14th July, 1899, sanctioning an increase 
in the salary paid to Mr. George Napier 
M‘Murdo, a clerk inthe service of the 


| Commissioners of Irish Lights [by Act] ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


MALTA (POLITICAL CONDITION). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address &th June ; Mr. J/‘Iver|; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 
Copy presented, of correspondence re- 
lating to the Bloemfontein Conference, 
1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the 


| Table. 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 
Returns ordered, “(1) from each sav- 
England and Wales, Scot- 
land, Ireland, and the Channel Islands, 
containing, in columns, the names of the 
officers, their respective salaries, and other 
allowances, if any ; the amount of security 
each gives; the annual expenses of 
management, inclusive of all payments 
and salaries, for the year ended the 20th 
day of November, 1898; the rate per 
centum per annum on the capital of the 
bank for the expenses of management ; 
the rate of interest paid to depositors on 


'the various amounts of deposit, and 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council of 
14th July, 1899, approving certain Pilot- 
age Bye- laws made by the “Corporation of 
Bristol [hy Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Copy — —of Order in Council of 
14th July, 1899, approving an amended 
bye-law made by the Newport (Mon.) 
Pilotage Board, in lieu of Bye-law No. 11 
of the bye- laws approved by Order in | 
‘Council of 3rd October, 1895 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 


Copy presented,-—of Order in Council of | 
14th July, 1899, authorising the increase, 


the average rate of interest on all 
accounts ; the number of accounts re- 
maining open; the total amount owing 
to depositors ; the total amount invested 
with the Commissioners for the Reduction 
of the National Debt ; the balance in the 
hands of the Treasurer at the 20th day of 
November, 1898 ; the total amount of the 
separate Surplus Fund on the 20th day of 
November, 1898 ; other assets, including 
estimated value of bank premises, furni- 
ture, etc.; the total assets; the total 
“amount of Government Stock standing to 


| the credit of depositors ; the number and 
}amount of annuities granted ; 


and the 
average cost of each transaction ; also the 
year in which business commenced in each 
| bank, and the name of the day or days, 
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and the number of hours in the week, on 


which the banks are open for the deposit | 


and withdrawal of moneys ; including in 
such Return a list of all such savings 


banks as, under the provisions of the Act 


26 Vic., c 14, or otherwise, have been 
closed and have transferred their funds, or 
any part thereof, to the Post Office 


Savings Banks ; showing, in each case, the | 


number of such banks, as well as the 
number and amount of depositors’ 
accounts so transferred, and the amount 
of compensation, if any, made to all or 
any of the officers of such banks respec- 
tively; and showing also the years in 


which such banks were respectively 
opened and closed, and the number 
and amount of their depositors’ 


balances, and the number of days and 
hours in each week on which the same 
banks were open for public business at 
the close of the year next preceding the 
date of such closing; distinguishing the 
same, as in the form of the return, for 
each separate county, as well as collec- 
tively, tor England and Wales, Scotland, 
Ireland, and the Channel Islands, and for 
the United Kingdom; and (2) for the 
year ending the 20th day of November, 
1898, showing the total number of 
depositors in trustee savings banks ; 
the total number of deposits; the | 
average sums paid in and drawn out ; the 
total number of persons who have de- 
posited in single sums the entire amount 
allowed to be deposited during the year 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 254, of Session 1898).”—(Sir John | 
William Maclure.) 


ATLANTIC WINTER 
FREEBOARD. 

ordered, “of the Minutes of 
Evidence given before a Committee 
appointed to consider the operation of 
the North Atlantic winter freeboard as | 
prescribed by the Load Line Tables, to | 
examine the present mode of assigning 
freeboards to vessels of the turret-deck 
type, and to advise as to the extension of 
the present Load Line Tables for steam 
vessels not having spar or awning decks 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 126, Session 1899).”—(Mr. C. 7. 
Ritchie.) 


NORTH 


Return 


Return presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed, [No. | 
283.] 


{20 JuLy 1899} 


‘command leads him to this study. 


| authorities. 
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QUESTIONS. 
| INSTRUCTION OF NAVAL OFFICERS 
IN STRATEGY. 
Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
| shire, Forest of Dean) ; I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty what provi- 
|sion is made for the instruction of naval 
| officers in strategy : and what means are 
adopted to ascertain whether officers of 
the higher ranks have studied the 
subject. 

THE FIRST LORD or THe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. GoscHEn, St. George’s, Han- 
over Square) : There is not sow, nor has 
there ever been, an established school for 
the study of strategy by naval officers of 
the higher ranks; but the whole educa- 
tion of the naval officer from entry in 
the Service to the attaintment of high 
The 
right hon. Member speaks of strategy 
only. Tactics, or the science of disposing 
naval forces in order for battle and of 
performing naval evolutions, are constantly 
taught in our Fleets and Squadrons. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
Is no instruction given in strategy at all ? 
Is there no professor of naval strategy ! 

Mr. GOSCHEN: Naval officers, when 
they assume high commands, study this 
question; but there is no professor of 
naval strategy to teach them. I do not 


know whether such a gentleman exists. 


CHIROPODY IN THE ARMY. 

Str J. COLOMB (Yarmouth) : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War, 
whether, during the forthcoming military 
manoeuvres in England and Ireland, any 
steps will be taken to employ chiropodists 
with the infantry brigades for the purpose 


_of attending to soldiers’ feet, and with a 


view to furnishing independent reports as 
to the shoeing of infantry, and to the ex- 
pediency of establishing a permanent 
system of efficient regimental chiropodists 
for service with infantry battalions. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyYNDHAM, 
Dover): This matter has been under the 
careful consideration of the military. 
As an experiment, some 
men of the Royal Army Medical Corps 
were last year instructed in chiropody,. 
and a class for a certain number of non- 


commissioned officers was subsequently 
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formed at Aldershot. The experiment 
was successful, and -its extension is under 
consideration. But it would obviously 
be impossible to provide trained men for 
the manceuvres this year. 


Questions. 


THE ESQUIMALT COMMAND—MAJOR 


GRANT. 
Sir J. COLOMB: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 


whether, before conferring local rank on 


a junior officer of Royal Engineers serving | 
in garrison at Esquimalt, thereby putting | 


him over the head of his senior belonging 
to another arm of the Service, the Secre- 
tary of State for War was made aware of 


the fact that during the preceding period of | 
nearly five years, dating from the estab- | 


lishment of the garrison, the command 
was held only for an interval of about 
one year by a Royal Engineer officer ; 


and whether he adheres to his statement | 


that the local rank in question was con- 
ferred because a Royal Engineer had 
heretofore been in command ; and, if so, 
whether the Secretary of State for War 
proposes in future to exclude officers of 


other arms of the Service from command | 


-of garrisons at Esquimalt and elsewhere, 
by conferring local rank on junior Royal 
Engineer officers in such garrisons when- 
ever it can be shown that a 


the command. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : The length of time 
during which Lieutenant Colonel Muir- 
head commanded at Esquimalt in 
no way influenced the 
Major Grant as his successor in that com- 
mand. He was selected because it was 
considered desirable that the command 
should be held by an officer of Royal 
Engineers. There is no rule, and 
future cases will be judged on their 
merits. 


Sir J. COLOMB: If it was decided 
that this was to be an Engineer’s com- 
mand, why was not an officer of superior 
rank chosen ! 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have answered 
several questions on this subject. As the 
hon. and gallant Member knows, impor- 
tant works are in course of construction, 
and while that is so it is considered the 
-eommand should be held by an officer of 
the Royal Engineers. That determination 
‘having been come to, we had to send an 
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Royal | 
Engineer officer has, by the accident of | 
relative seniority, once previously held | 


selection of | 
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| officer of that corps. We have not many 
| at our disposal at any time, but we chose 
| the one we thought suited for the com- 
|mand and gave him local rank so as to 
| make him senior at the place. 


MARK IV. CARTRIDGE. 
CoLonEL DENNY (Kilmarnock Burghs): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if any further experiments have 
been made with Mark IV. cartridge ; and, 
if so, whether the result has been to cause 
any change in the manufacture. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Further experi- 
|ments have been made, with the result 
that the few cases of “stripping” which 
| have taken place are attributed to the 
softness of the metal of which the bullet 
is made, and to imperfect cleaning of the 
rifle. To remove all metallic fouling the 
‘double pull-through must be constantly 
‘employed. When this is done no diffi- 
| culties arise. 620,000 rounds have been 
fired in testing the ammunition without a 
single accident, and, as I stated, this 
ammunition was used at the battle of 
Omdurman. A bullet of somewhat harder 
material is now being manufactured. 


CANTEEN AND MESS CO-OPERATIVE 
SOCIETY. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) : I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office if he has received a copy of a 
| memorial addressed to General Sir Robert 
Biddulph, R.A., in reference to the con- 
tract for supplies to the Army Service 
Corps canteen at Gibraltar ; whether the 
Captain King mentioned therein is an 
officer on the head-quarter staff of the 
| Army for supply inspection ; and, if so, 
| whether he has received the sanction of 
| his superiors at the War Office in can- 
| vassing business for the Canteen and Mess 
Co-operative Society, Limited; and 
whether it was Captain King’s duty to 
have made his report relative to the 
Army Service Corps canteen at Gibraltar 
to the Commander-in-Chief there, leaving 
it to his Excellency to take such steps as 
he might think necessary after investigat- 
ing the report. 

THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL 
WiuiAMs, Birmingham, 8.): The only 
copy of the memorial received at the War 
Office is that forwarded by the hon. 
Member: The Captain King referred to 
| in the memorial is an officer on the supply 
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inspection staff at Woolwich. He is not | 


authorised to canvass for any particular 
source of supply, nor does he do so. 
Captain King made his report in duplicate, 
one copy going to the general command- 
ing on the spot, the other to the War 
Office, so that either authority can take 
any steps considered necessary. The 
reports show that the memorialist has 
sold margarine, calling it butter, and that 
his prices generally were high, whilst the 
articles supplied were inferior in quality. 


BARRAKUR IRON COMPANY’S 
AGREEMENT. 
Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India if his 
attention has been called to the paragraph 


on page 126 of East India (Progress and | 


Condition), published 7th June, 1899, in 
which it is stated that the Barrakur Iron 
Company have agreed to supply the 
Indian Government with 10,000 tons of 
castings and pig iron yearly for 10 years ; 
that the company is in a condition to 
increase their output from 30,000 to 


50,000 tons a year when they see an) 


outlet ; and that the quality is uniform 
and equal to Middlesbrough iron; has 
his attention been called to a statement 
by the chairman of the company at its 
annual meeting in London, to the effect 
that, whatever may be the movements of 
markets and exchange, this iron has to be 
supplied under a reduction in price below 
the average of English prices, which prac- 
tically amounts to a protective duty in 
favour of English or Continental iron ; 
and is it the invariable practice of the 
Indian Government to treat all Indian 


manufacturers on absolutely equal terms ' 


with British or Continental manufacturers, 
as ordered by paragraph 28 of Resolution 
185, January, 1883; and, if not, will he 
explain on what grounds. 

THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): My right 
hon. friend the Secretary for India has 
requested me to answer this question in 
his absence. In 1896 the Government of 
India, being desirous of assisting the 
Barrakur Iron Company, offered to place 
with them a contract for the supply of 


10,000 tons of iron annually at a price | 
5 per cent. below that at which materials | 


of similar quality could then be obtained 


from England, the contract to be in force | 


for ten years. This offer was gratefully 


accepted by the company, as the terms 
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were such as to give them at that time a 
fair margin of profit, and the certainty of 
steady employment for the next ten years. 
Iam not aware whether the agreement 
has so far turned out advantageously for 
the company or not, but I consider that 
it was a reasonable and proper agreement 
for the Government of India to make at 
the time when they made it ; and, as | 
have said, it was then regarded by the 
company as a very acceptable arrange- 
ment. 


LEGISLATIVE COUNCILS OF INDIA. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
India, whether he can state the relative 
number of native-born and British-born 
subjects holding seats upon the Governor 
General’s Executive Council in India, the 
Viceroy’s Council when it meets for pur- 
poses of legislation, and the various 
legislative councils in provinces which 
meet under the presidency of governors 
and lieutenant-governors ; whether these 
native-born members are elected direct 
by the people or are nominated by the 
Government ; and if he can see his way 
to introduce legislation with the object of 
making all the legislative councils of 
India elective, and of extending a fran- 
chise for that purpose to all British sub- 
jects, native or foreign born, who are 
taxed for the necessities of Indian Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Lord G. HAMIL- 
TON): All the seven members of the 
Governor-General’s Executive Council are 
British born subjects. Of the Legislative 
Council, which at present numbers twenty- 
one members, seven are natives of India. 
In the Madras Legislative Council ten out 
of twenty-three members are natives of 
India, in Bombay twelve out of twenty- 
three, in Bengal ten out of nineteen, in 
the N.W.P. and Oudh Council six out of 
fifteen, in the Punjab four out of nine, 
and in Burma two out of nine. All the 
members of these councils are nominated 
by the Government, but in every case 
except those of Burma and the Punjab a 
proportion of the seats is filled as a matter 
of practice on the recommendation of cer- 
tain public bodies. I cannot say that I 
am prepared to introduce legislation for 
the purpose of having all the various 
Indian Councils elected by universal 
suffrage. 
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INDIAN SECTION OF THE IMPERIAL | 
INSTITUTE. 

Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- | 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to) 
ask the Secretary of State for India | 
whether the Report of the working of | 
the Indian section of the Imperial In- 
stitute for the year ending 31st March | 
last is prepared and submitted to him ; 
whether that Report, as well as those for. 
the preceding two years, embodies the 
results obtained in the scientific investi- | 
gations of selected natural products from | 
India ; and whether in view of the im- 
portance of the industrial utilisation of | 
those results and of promoting manu- 
facture from the raw products of India, | 
he will place those Reports upon the | 
Table of the House. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Lord G. Ham- 
ILTON): The Report for 1898-9 has been 
received ; it contains accounts of scientific | 
investigations of Indian products, as do 
also the two preceding Reports; 120 
copies of each Report have been sent to 
the Government of India. The Secretary 
of State will be glad to lay copies of the 
three Reports on the Table on my hon. 
friend’s moving for them ; but he would 
in that case propose that only those parts 
which are likely to be of permanent in- 
terest should be reprinted. 


PUNJAUB FRONTIER—DISARMAMENT 
OF PATHANS. 
Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India when the order for the partial dis- 
armament of the Pathans on the Punjaub 
Frontier came into operation; what is 
the area to which it applies ; and, whether 
any robberies of arms from and murderous | 
assaults upon Her Majesty’s troops within 
the area affected have taken place since 
the order became operative. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Lord G. HAmIL- 
TON): On the 6th of May, 1899, the 
Government of the Punjaub, with the 
sanction of the Government of India, 
extended Section 15 of the Arms Act 
XI., 1878, to the Hazara, Peshawur, and | 
Kohat Districts. By this extension no 
person can have in his possession arms 
except under a licence. The area of the 
three districts is 8,206 square miles. I 
have received no information on the, 
subject of the third question. 
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CAMP FOLLOWERS IN INDIAN 
CAMPAIGNS. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
|I beg to ask the Secretary of state for 
India whether it has been ‘brought to his 
notice that the camp followers of the 
different regiments engaged in recent 
| campaigns on the Indian frontier were 
called upon to give up the warm clothing 
supplied to them at the commencement of 


| the operations ; and whether, seeing that 


these garments when collected and sold 
did not realise more than a few pence 
each, he will consider the advisability in 
the future of allowing the wearers to be- 
come the owners of the garments. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Lord G. HAmMIL- 
TON): No information in regard to the 


| disposal of the extra clothing issued to 


followers in the recent campaigns on the 
North-West frontier of India has been 


| received by me, but a reference on the 


subject will be made to the Government 
of India. 


EGYPTIAN LIGHTHOUSES. 

Sir T. SUTHERLAND (Greenock) : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if he can state 
approximately the present annual nett 
revenue of the Egyptian lighthouses after 
allowing for current expenditure, and also 
the total amount of the balance now 


/accumulated to the credit of this fund; 


and, what prospect there may be of the 
balance thus obtained being devoted to 
the construction at an early date of the 
long desired lighthouses for the southern 
portion of the Red Sea. 

Mr. BRODRICK: The average annual 
nett income of the Egyptian Lighthouse 
Administration, after deducting expendi- 
ture, amounts to £45,000 Egy ptian. The 
sum accumulated for the construction of 
Red Sea lights now amounts to £73,000 
Egyptian. As I stated on the 11th 
ultimo, in answer to a question in this 
House, the Porte has now arranged for 
the construction of the four most needed 
lights in the Red Sea, and under these 
circumstances the eventual destination of 
the sum accumulated will remain a matter 
for future consideration. 


BRITISH CONSUL AT CAGLIARL 

Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
| Foreign Affairs whether he is aware that. 
the post of British Consul at Cagliari has 
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been recently filled by the appointment of | Mr. BRODRICK: Her Majesty’s 
an Italian subject, and whether, amongst | Government have reason to believe that 
the applicants for the post, there was an | the French Government will consent to 
Englishman who had been for some years | refer this matter to arbitration. When 
an officer in one of Her Majesty’s regi-| this consent has been obtained they will 
ments, has a considerable knowledge of | consider the question of an advance to the 


Cagliari and of the Island of Sardinia, survivors. Meanwhile, in considering 
and was otherwise well qualified. these claims Her Majesty’s Government 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Consulate at c@not forget that the relatives of officers 
Cagliari, an unsalaried appointment, was killed in action with an enemy suffer 
recently conferred upon Mr. R. H. Pernis, equally with the relatives of these officers, 
on the recommendation of Her Majesty’s "4 have no claim to compensation beyond 
Ambassador at Rome ; and on the receipt the pensions provided in the walrants, to 
of a memorial in his favour signed by which the relatives of these officers are 
British residents and representatives of | equally entitled. 


British firms in Sardinia, Mr. Pernis was | ss , ta ap ae 
appointed Vice-Consul in 1892, and was BURMESE EXTENSION RAILWAY. 


reported as well qualified for the post of Mr. J. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, 
Consul. An application (no doubt from | W.) : I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
the gentleman alluded to in the question), State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
not for the Consulate, but for the post of Government have yet received any official 
Vice-Consul, had reached the Foreign | report in reference to the survey of the 
Office through the Board of Trade, to} projected Burmese Extension Railway, to 
whom it was addressed. The Vice-Con-| connect the Burmese Railway when “it 
sulate was not at the time vacant, andthe | reaches the Chinese frontier with the 
applicant was so informed. He subse- | capital of Yunnan ; and, if so, whether he 
quently wrote to say that he had applied | wil indicate the nature of the report. 
for the Vice-Consulate by inadvertence,; Mr. BRODRICK: The reports of 
and that he was a candidate for the Con-! the officers engaged on the recent survey 
sulship. The latter had, however, in the | will be addressed to the Yunnan Company, 
meantime already been conferred on Mr. | by whom they were employed. Most of 
Pernis. 'them have now, I understand, either re- 
| turned or are on their way home, and until 
THE WAIMA INCIDENT. | their final reports are received the com- 
Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek) : I beg | pany will not be in a position to come to 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for | @ definite opinion in regard to the trace of 
Foreign Affairs whether Her Majesty’s | such a railway. 
Government have come to any decision | : é 
on the question of giving some temporary | BRITISH INDIANS IN NATAL, 
pecuniary assistance to the families of the Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg toask 
British officers and men killed at Waima | the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
in December, 1893, pending the result of | whether he is aware that there are 50,000 
the arbitration proceedings with the | British subjects from India in the Colony 
French Government, in accordance with | of Natal who are denied the franchise and 
the answers given in this House by the have no share in the government of the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies on the | colony ; whether the children of these 
6th May, 1898, and by the late Under | people are toa large extent excluded from 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs on | the Government schools ; and whether he 
the 28th June and 28th July of the same | has taken, or proposes to take, any steps 
year. | to insist on the franchise being granted in 
Me. HEDDERWICK : I beg at the Natal to these British subjects 
same time to ask the Under Secretary of THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
State for Foreign Affairs whether, in view THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
of a settlement by France, Her Majesty’s Birmingham, W.): (1) By the law of 
Government have yet considered the ques- | Natal (No. 8 of 1896) natives of countries 
tion of making some advance to the sur- which have not possessed elective repre- 
viving relatives of the officers and men sentative institutions founded on the 
who lost their lives at Waima some five Parliamentary franchise are not entitled 
years ago. to the franchise unless they obtain an 
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order from the Governor in Council ex- 
empting them from the operation of the 
Act, and British Indians are embraced in 
this category. (2) There is no rule, I 
understand, excluding Indians from Go- 
vernment schools. The Government 
supports special schools for Indians in 
centres where there is any considerable 
population. (3) The answer is in the 
negative. 


Questions. 


Mr. DAVITT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies whether 
British subjects from India settling in 
Natal are as such entitled to the franchise 
and are allowed to exercise it ; if he can 
state approximately the proportion of the 
50,000 Indian British subjects in the 
colony who are thus privileged ; whether 
any provision is made by the laws of the 
colony for the education of these subjects 
in their own language; and if he can 
state how much of the taxes, to which 
these people contribute, is devoted to this 
purpose. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : (1) I have 
already given the answer in reply to the 
question put to me by the hon. Member 
for Mayo, E. (2) I am not aware of the 
exact number, but it is small. (3) I 
believe not, and I am not aware of any 
demand for such instruction of Indians, 
but in the special schools for Indian 
children, numbering about thirty, which 
receive grants from the Government, a 
number of Indian teachers are employed. 
(4) The Government  grant-in-aid 


Indian schools for the last financial year 


was £2,200. 


ASIATIC LABOUR IN 


COLUMBIA. 

Mr. DAVITT: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
his attention has been directed to the 
probable injury to white labour interests 
in the mining industry of British Columbia 
through the disallowance, for Imperial 
reasons, of the law passed by the Legisla- 
ture of that colony prohibiting the intro- 
duction of Asiatic labour ; whether this 
Asiatic labour is in any sense free labour ; 
and, whether, as the action of the Legisla- 
ture of British Columbia in trying to safe- 
guard the working population of the 
colony from labour competition has been 
arrested in the interests of an Imperial 
policy, some steps will be taken to give 
protection to the white wage-earning 


BRITISH 
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| classes of this colony against too large an 
influx of cheap Asiatic workers. 


' Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The laws of 
| British Columbia prohibiting the employ- 
'ment of Japanese labourers, which have 
| been recently disallowed, were no doubt 
'enacted with the object of preventing 
competition with white labourers by an 
excessive influx of Japanese labour. So 
far as I know Japanese labour in British 
Columbia is in every sense free. Her 
Majesty’s Government have pointed out 
‘that if there is any real prospect of a large 
influx of Japanese labourers into Canada 
‘the question might be dealt with by 
legislation of the Dominion Parliament,. 
similar to that which has been adopted in 
|Natal and in some of the Australian 
Colonies. 


SIERRA LEONE ‘TROUBLES. 
Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
ithe Secretary of State for the Colonies 
| when the Report of the High Commis- 
‘sioner, Sir David Chalmers, upon the 
| troubles in the hinterland of Sierra Leone 
| will be in the hands of Members. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Papers 
‘have been laid, and I am informed that 
|the printers will deliver the Report in 
| the course of next week. 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS. 
| Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the Sec- 


of | retary of State for the Colonies whether 


| there is official confirmation for the state- 
| ment that on Tuesday last the Volksraad 
‘of the South African Republic adopted, 
with President Kruger’s approval, a seven 
| years’ prospective and retrospective fran- 


any statement to make to the House. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yesterday 
|I received the following telegram from 
| Sir A. Milner: 


“19th July. British Agent South African 
| Republic reports Article IV. of Franchise Law 
| passed by twenty-two votes to five with follow- 
| ing alterations in Clause 1, viz., the words ‘at 
| least seven’ are substituted for ‘nine’ and the 
| words from ‘or five years’ to end of clause: 
}are deleted. This has effect of making 
| residental qualification for franchise seven 
| years retrospective.” 

I have no official information as to 

redistribution, but it has been stated that 
| the Government of the South African 
| 
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Republic proposes to give seven new seats 


to the districts chiefly inhabited by aliens. : 


If this report is confirmed, this important 
change in the proposals of President 
Kruger, coupled with previous amend- 
ments, leads the Government to hope that 
the new law may prove to be a basis of 
settlement on the lines laid down by Sir A. 

Milner at the Bloemfontein Conference. | 
They observe, however, that the Volksraad 
have still retained a number of conditions 

which might be so interpreted as to pre- 

clude those otherwise qualified from 

acquiring the franchise and might there- 

fore be used to take away with one hand | 
what has been given with the other. The 

provision that the alien desirous of | 
burghership shall produce a certificate of | 
continuous registration during the period 
required for naturalisation is an instance 
of this, for it has been stated that the law | 
of registration has been allowed to fall 
into desuetude and that but few aliens, 
however long resident in the country, have 
been continuously registered. It would 
also be easy by subsequent legislation to 
alter the whole character of the con- 
cessions now made, but Her Majesty’s | 
Government feel assured that the 
President, having accepted the principle 
for which they have contended, will be | 
prepared to reconsider any detail of his 
schemes which can be shown to be a 
possible hindrance to the full accomplish- | 
ment of the object in view and that he 
will not allow them to be nullified or 
reduced in value by any subsequent | 
alterations of the law or acts of) 
administration, I may add that [| 
received last night the following telegram 
from the Governor of Natal : 


“19th July. Resolution proposed to-day in 
Assembly by Baynes, sooduder by Escombe: | 
Begins : Legislative Assembly Natal desires to | 
express its sympathy with and approval of 
action of British Government in its endeavour 
to secure equal rights and privileges for all | 
Europeans in South Africa whereby peace, | 
prosperity, and termination of racial animosity | 
n this country can alone be assured. Ends: | 
Prime Minister, who had to be earried to | 
Assembly from his bed, to which he has been | 
confined by result of an accident for a fort- | 
night, strongly supported on_ behalf of | 
Government. Resolution carried unanimously | 
amidst cheers.” | 


Mr. DAVITT: May I ask when! 
additional Papers will be presented ? | 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Bloem- | 
fontein Papers are laid on the Table 
to-day. 
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DUBLIN EXCISE OFFICERS.. 

Mr. D. SULLIVAN (Westmeath, 8.) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for North 
Louth, I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will he explain why, notwith- 
standing the assurance given by him on 
the 16th March last that the Board of 
Inland Revenue had no_ intention of 
replacing first-class officers in Dublin 
excise warehouses by assistants, on the 
first vacaney that occurred, a first-class 
officer in Dublin 18tk Station has been 
replaced by an assistant; and was the 
recent appointment of a first-class officer 
to that station subsequently cancelled by 
the Board of Inland Revenue. 


THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks - BEAcu, 
Bristol, W.): The facts as stated in the 
question are correct, but the answer 
given on the 16th of March last must 
have been misunderstood. It had refe- 
rence to a scheme by which it was pro- 
posed to abolish first-class officers in 


| Dublin, and supply their places with 
| assistants of Excise. 


After consideration, 


this scheme was rejected. It would be 


| quite impossible for the Board to give an 


undertaking not to substitute junior for 


| senior officers, or vice versé, in Dublin or 


elsewhere, as occasion requires. This is 
constantly being done to meet the exigen- 
cies of the service or the fluctuating 


| conditions of trade. 


| AUSTRALIAN oO AT THE 
MINT. 


Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the suggestion of the Sydney 
bankers, referred to at page 28 of the 
recent!y published Annual Report of the 
Master of the Mint, that a gold trade- 
ingot should be issued from the Royal 
Mint in order to stop the wasteful 
practice of melting down Australian coined 
sovereigns, has yet been carried into 
effect. 

Sir M. HICKS-BEACH: I am await- 
ing reports which have been called for 
from the branch mints in Australia before 
coming to a decision upon the subject of 
this suggestion. 


LIPTROT CHARITY, RUNCORN. 
Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) : I beg to ask the Member 
for the Thirsk and Malton Division as 
representing the Charity Commission 
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whether he will request the trustees of the 
Liptrot Charity in the township of Run- 
corn, No. 990, in the books of the Charity 
Commissioners to fulfil their statutory 
duty by sending copies of their three last 
yearly statements of accounts to the 
Urban District Council of Runcorn. 


Questions. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. Grant Lawson, 
Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) : The statutory 
obligation of the trustees of the Liptrot 
Charity in respect of rendering accounts 
‘to local authorities is confined, as regards 
non-ecclesiastical charities, to annually 
laying accounts before the parish meeting 
of any rural parish affected by those 
accounts. In the case of ecclesiastical 
charities these accounts are to be ren- 
«ered to the vestry. The 
Urban District Council have obtained 


under Section 33 (1) of the Local Govern- | 


ment Act, 1894, the powers of the parish 
council; but, inasmuch as those powers do 
not include the powers of a parish meet- 


ing, the Urban District Council have not | 


acquired the right of requiring accounts 
from the trustees of the charity. Copies 
of the accounts of the charity can be ob- 
tained by the Urban District Council 
from the office of the Charity Commis- 
sioners on payment, of the charge of 
copying. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT. 

Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether in 
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| Returns of this kind cannot be obtained 
| from employers unless they are required 
| by law to make them, it would at the 
same time fail to secure complete or 
accurate results. I entirely agree with 
the object of my hon. friend. 


! TODMORDEN BOYS’ CONVICTION. 
Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
(Yorkshire, Shipley): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to a sentence passed on the 11th 
instant by the justices sitting at Tod- 
morden upon two youths of one calendar 
month’s imprisonment with hard labour, 
| without the option of a fine, upon a con- 
viction for stealing gooseberies worth four- 
pence; whether his attention has also 
been called to the statement of the 
police superintendent concerned in the 
case that nothing was previously known 
against the accused; and, whether, 
| having regard to the circumstances of the 
case, he will order the immediate release 
| of the prisoners. 


Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have 
'made inquiries into this case. There 
seems to be nothing known against the 
prisoners previously ; but as they are 
seventeen years of age, and the offence 
of robbing gardens appears to have been 
prevalent in the neighbourhood, I am not 
prepared to order their immediate release. 
I will, however, consider whether a sub- 
stantial reduction may not be made on 
account of the facts above stated. 


view of the fact that in the great majority | 


of accidents included under the Act of 
1897 compensation is being paid by em- 
ployers without recourse to a county 
court or arbitrator, and that it conse- 
quently goes unrecorded, he will consider 
if it may be possible to obtain through 
the factory inspectors, who already receive 
notice of all serious accidents, a quarterly 
or annual Return from employers of the 
total sums so paid, and the duration of 
each such case of accident for statistical 
purposes. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Waite Ripey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I am afraid that this suggestion cannot be 
carried out satisfactorily. An attempt to 
collect the statistics indicated would 
seriously impede the work of the factory 
imspectors, and as experience shows that 


| FATALITY AT CAMMELL’S WORKS, 


SHEFFIELD. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the case of George 
Burnam, who recently received fatal 
injuries while shifting a bogie along some 
rails at Messrs. Cammell’s works, Shef- 
field ; and, whether, in view of the rider 
added by the coroner’s jury to their ver- 
dict of accidental death, which was to the 
effect that there was not sufficient room 
at the sides of the line for the men to 
work in safety, he will consider the 
advisability of issuing at an early date 
special rules embodying the recommenda- 
tions of the Dangerous Trades Committee, 
which apply to the use of locomotives in 
factories. 
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1377 Questions. 
Sm M. WHITE RIDLEY: I am 


making inquiries into the case referred to. 
As regards the second paragraph of the 
question, the dangers attending the use of 
locomotives in factories seem to be closely 
connected with the questions which have 
been referred to the Royal Commission 
on Accidents to the Servants of Railway 
Companies and Truck Owners, and I must 
await the Report of the Commission 
before deciding as to the issue of special 
rules on the subject. In the meantime 
the factory inspectors will do their best 
to secure improvement of the conditions 
where possible. 


PATERSON v. THE DONEGAL FISHING 
COMPANY. 

Mr. TENNANT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he can yet state the 
grounds upon which the Crown Solicitor 
failed to give the statutory notice to the 
respondents in the recent appeal case in 


Dublin, Paterson v. the Donegal Fishing | 


Company. 
Sm M. WHITE RIDLEY: I am in- 


formed that the failure® to give the statu- | 
tory notice was due to regrettable neglect | 


to carry out instructions. 
IRISH HISTORY IN SCOTTISH 
SCHOOLS. 


Mr. DAVITT: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he can see his way to 


recommend the teaching of Irish history , 
in the public schools of Scotland in addi- | 


tion to that of English and Scotch his- 
tory ; and, if not in all public schools, in 
those mainly attended by the children of 
Irish parentage. 

*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM MurrAy,  bButeshire): The 
choice of the historical subject to be 
taught in the schools is primarily a matter 
for the consideration of the managers. 
The Department is ready to consider any 
course of teaching proposed, but is not 
prepared to make antecedently a recom- 
mendation in the direction suggested. 


THE OSPREY. 
Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 


{20 JuLy 1899} 





1378 


| was shot recently, in contravention of the 
| Wild Birds Act ; that, upon a prosecution 
| being instituted before the Aberdeen 
| Sheriff Court, the gamekeeper, who was 
|found guilty, was fined £1, whilst the 
/dead osprey is worth £20 or £25 as a 
specimen; and whether, in view of the 
rarity of these birds, the Government can 

see its way to increase the penalty for 
| their destruction. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
aware of the case referred to by the hon. 
Member in the first paragraph of his ques- 
tion, and the whole occurrence was a very 

regrettable one on the part of people who 
| might have been expected to know better. 
| Iam not aware whether the value of the 
|bird is so high as stated by the hon. 
| Member, but if acts of this class are per- 
| sisted in, the Secretary for Scotland thinks 
there will be a strong case for proposing 
‘legislation with the object of increasing 
| the penalty. 


| 
| 


Questions. 





AN Hon. Member: Cannot the 
‘right hon. Gentleman suggest to the 
‘magistrates the desirability of inflicting 
as severe penalties as possible in these 
cases | 

| *Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: I can- 
/ not answer for the moment, but I think 
| the maximum penalty under the Act is a 
very low one. 


GENERAL LIGHTHOUSE FUND. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
'the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he proposes to comply with Sec- 
tion 679 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
|. 1894, and with Section 1 (c) of the Mer- 
' chant Shipping Mercantile Marine Fund 
| Act of 1898, by laying before both Houses 
| of Parliament, as soon after the meeting 
'of Parliament in every year as may be, 

the accounts of the recently-created 

General Lighthouse Fund, which came 
into existence on Ist April of the present 
year ; if so, in what form, and at what 
| period of each year, does he propose to 
‘lay these accounts before this House ; 

whether any estimate of the receipts and 

expenditure of the new General Light- 
| house Fund for the year 1899-1900 will 
be laid before this House ; if not, whether 
| he can state approximately what the total 





he is aware that by the order of Mr. | receipts and expenditure of this fund are 

Fellowes Gordon, of Knockespock, an | estimated to be for the year 1899-1900; 

osprey, a bird of great rarity and said to|/ and, whether any, and, if so, what 

have only two breeding places in Scotland, | opportunity will be afforded to this House 
‘ 
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of exercising any direct control over the 
application or administration of this 
fund. 


THE PRESIDENT or toe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon) : 


Accounts of the General Lighthouse Fund | 


will be audited and laid before both 
Houses of Parliament in accordance with 
the Acts referred to by the hon. Member. 
They will be presented in a similar form 
to that used for the statement of the 
Mercantile Marine Fund Accounts, which 
of recent years have been included in the 
Appropriation Accounts. They will be 
presented as soon as may be after the 
accounts are closed, which cannot be till 
November in each year. No estimate of 
receipts and expenditure of the fund will 
be laid before the House, and it is im- 
possible at present to state with any 
degree of accuracy what the receipts and 
expenditure of this fund will be for the 
year 1899-1900. There is no legislative 
provision for the control by Parliament 
of this fund, which, as the hon. Member is 
aware, does not contain any money pro- 
vided by Parliament. But I shall always 
be glad to supply any information on the 
subject which the House or any hon. 
Member may desire. 


COCKETT TUNNEL. 

Mr. RANDELL (Glamorgan, Gower) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade if his attention has been 
ealled to the aceident which occurred 
on the Great Western main line between 
the Landore and Cockett Stations in 
June last, whereby a portion of the 
Cockett Tunnel fell through just after a 
New Milford excursion train had passed ; 
whether he is aware that mines had been 
worked underneath the tunnel for some 
time previously ; that the water was 


being, and is now, pumped from the said | 


workings, and that further subsidence is 
probable ; whether an inquiry into the 
circumstances of the case has been made 
by the Board of Trade, and what was the 
result of such inquiry; and, whether 
any and, if so, what precautions by way 
of examination of the said tunnel are 
being, or will be, made by the Board of 
Trade for securing the safety of the 
travelling public and the railway servants 
before the tunnel will again be used for 
traffic. 
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| Mr. RITCHIE: The inspecting officer 
| appointed to inquire into the causes of 
| this accident has not yet made his Report 
'to the Board of Trade, and his attention 
shall be directed to the hon. Member's 
| question. 


Questions. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture if he can state the amount 
to be deducted in respect of the Tithe 
Rent-Charge (Rates) Bill from the sums 
receivable on account of the Estate Duty 
Grant by the County of Glamorganshire, 
and the county boroughs of Cardiff and 
Swansea, respectively ; and if he can 
state approximately the amount of relief 
that will be paid to the incumbents of 
benefices within such county and county 
borough areas. 


*THeE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby) : The share of the 
county and county boroughs named ina 
sum of £87,000 distributed in the propor- 
tion of what are known as the ‘ discon- 
tinued grants” would be £799, £260, 
and £198, respectively. The cost of the 
relief given to the clerical owners of 
Tithe Rent-Charge in the County of Gla- 
morganshire as a whole is estimated to 
amount to between £600 and £700. 


WATERING TROUGHS FOR HORSES. 

Str CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) : I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether his 
attention has been called to the statement 
made by the chairman of the Improved 
Cab Company at a meeting of share- 
holders on the 14th instant, in which he 
| stated that throughout the year the 
| general health and working condition of 
| the company’s horses have been mos 
| satisfactury, that there had been an entire 
| absence of contagious disease in the stud, 
| which it is believed was largely due to 
| precautionary measures adopted about 
| five years ago when glanders was ept- 
'demic in London. Strict orders were 
|then issued prohibiting drivers from 
watering the company’s horses at public 
| watering troughs, and an inspector was 
"appointed to watch the troughs and _pre- 
_vent drivers from evading the rule, that 
_glanders in London would be almost 
| exterminated if these public drinking 
| troughs were done away with and re- 
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placed by taps, and that this had been stated | 
by Professor Pritchard and other authori- | 
ties over and over again; and w hether | 
the Board of Agriculture have e any reason 


Questions. 


to believe in the agency of public, 
drinking troughs in disseminating 
diseases. 


*Mr. LONG: [have seen the statement 
to which the hon. Baronet refers. So far 
as the prevention of the spread _ of 
glanders is concerned, our view is that 
standpipes afford a safer means of 


watering horses than troughs as they are 
usually constructed, but it is desirable 


that drivers should carry their own pails. 
Iam not prepared, however, to say that 
the disadvantages of troughs outweigh 
their advantages. 


CoLoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): Has any case of glanders ever 
been traced to infection from water- 


troughs ? 


not the 
always 


Mr. GIBSON 
water in these 
running water ? 


*\In. LONG: I believe that isso. As 
to the question of the hon. Member for 
Epping, [ should not like to say that no 
cases have ever been traced to this source 
of infection, and I therefore gave the 


BOWLES: Is 


troughs almost 


answer I did to the hon. Baronet. 
LORD BROUGHAM’S EVIDENCE ACT. 
Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : I beg 


to ask Mr. Solicitor-General whether he 
is aware that although certain provisions 
of the Statute 14 and 15 Vie, ¢. 99 (Lord 
Brougham’s Evidence Act) are still unre- 
pealed and in force, a Government 
Department has recently refused to give 
effect to s. 14 of that Act (which affords a 
simple means whereby persons desirous of 
obtaining certified copies or extracts from | 
public records may do so on payment of a 
prescribed fee) thereby defeating the 
intentions of the Legislature in passing 
the Act: and whether, if a specific case of 
refusal be brought to his notice, he will 
be prepared to draw the attention of the | 
Department in question to the provisions | 
of the Statute, with a view to preventing 
any further breach thereof. 

Tue SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir R. 
B. Frntay, Inverness Burghs): I under- | 
stand from a private communication from 
the hon. Member that the question relates | 
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to the general entry book kept by the 
officers of Excise for each station. The 
statutory mode of proof of these entries 
is provided by s. 12 of the Revenue Act, 
1867, and the proviso at the end of the 
| section on which I understand that the 
| hon. Member relies applies only to entries 
| made before the passing of the Act, and 
refers apparently to s. 19 of the Excise 
Management Act, 1827. The view of the 
Department has always been that the 
Statute referred to in the question has no 
application to these entries, but they are 
about to take the opinion of the law 
officers on the point, by which they will 
be guided in the future. 


VACCINATION OF SCHOOL 

Mr. MELLOR (Yorkshire, West Rid- 
ing, Sowerby): I beg to ask the Mat 
President of the Committee of Council « 
Edueation whether his attention has tae en, 
called to the case of a young girl named 
Frances H. Richardson, who applied for 
the position of assistant mistress in a 
Board school at Sowerby Bridge, and who 
was rejected by order of the Fducati on 
De ‘partment on the ground that she was 
not vaccinated ; whether the Department 
was then aware that her father cae ob- 
tained a certificate dispensing with vacci- 
nation for his children ; and whether, in 
his daughter’s case, the objection will 
now be removed. 

THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): The answer to paragraph 1 
is in the affirmative, to paragraphs 2 and 3 
in the negative. The Committee of Coun- 
cil are advised that the vaccination of 
teachers is desirable in the interests of 
children attending the schools. 


TEACHERS. 


IRISH COUNTY COURT ACTS. 


Mr. D. SULLIVAN: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for North Louth | beg to 


ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland if 
a Return, by clerks of the peace and clerks 


of the Crown and peace in Ireland, could 


be given of affidavits filed in their several 
offices under the default sections of the 
County Courts Acts, stating the number 
made respectively in places situate in 
England, Ireland, and Scotland, and 
abroad showing the number of cases in 
each county in which decrees were made 


for the amounts sought to be recovered, 


or part thereof; also in how many cases 
3D 2 
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defences were entered and dismisses | who correctly instructed them on the law 
granted. | this difficulty would not have occurred. 


IRELAND (Mr. Atkryson, Londonderry, | 


N.): No objection will be offered to the 
Return in question if the hon. and learned 
Member will move for it in the usual 
way. In order, however, to facilitate the 
preparation of the Return I would suggest 
that the period to be covered by it 
should be one of, say, five vears. 
IRISH FOOD INSPECTORS. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether his attention has been directed 
to a prosecution for milk adulteration 
recently brought by a local food inspector 
hefore the Petty Sessions at Castle 
Martyr, County Cork, and dismissed on 
the ground that under the 115th section 
of the Local Government Act, 1898, the 
oftice of food inspector was not included 
in the list of public oftices which were by 
that section transferable to the county 
councils ; and whether steps will be taken 
so to define the position of the food 
inspectors as to prevent the possibility of 
similar abortive proceedings. 


Mr. ATKINSON: My attention has 
been called to the matter referred to. 
The court was, in my opinion, in error in 
its construction both of the Food and 
Drugs Act, 1875, and of the Local 
Government Act, 1898, in assuming first 
that under the first statute only an in- 
spector duly appointed can prosecute the 
person who sells to him adulterated milk ; 
and secondly, in assuming that under the 


second statute this particular inspector | 
transferred to the | 


ofticer 
No legislation is neces- 


was not an 
county council. 
sary on the subject. 
can remove all doubt, if any is enter- 
tained, by re-appointing as inspector the 
member of the Constabulary force who 
has hitherto acted in that capacity. 


CapraAin DONELAN: In view of the 


uncertainty which seems to exist in regard 


to this matter, will the right hon. Gentle- 


man kindly have the information he has 
just given conveyed to the various petty 
session courts? 


The county council | 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON  (Bel- 
fast, S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his 
attention has been called to the case of 
Alexander Hopkins, Wesley Street, Bel- 
fast, who summoned two _ constables 
named Downes and O’Donnell for as- 
saulting him on 3rd June ; whether he is 
aware that on across case, tried also on the 
6thJuly, brought by theconstables against 
Hopkins, two Roman Catholic magis- 
trates, Messrs. John Burke and Charles 
M‘Lorinan, refused to believe evidence 
given in favour of Hopkins, who is a 
member of the Salvation Army, of excel- 
lent character, and sentenced him to a fine 
of 20s. and costs, declining to allow an 
appeal ; and whether a memorial has been 
presented to the Lord Lieutenant, pray- 
ing for a re-hearing of the case, and what 
has been the decision of his Excellency. 

THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): My attention had not previously 
been drawn to this case, the facts of 
| which, I am informed, are substantially as 
| stated, except that I am not aware that 
‘the magistrates refused to believe the 

evidence given in favour of Hopkins. 
The summonses against the two 
constables were dismissed on their merits, 
' and there were no witnesses examined for 
| Hopkins except as to general character. 
| The constables denied on oath that they 
| assaulted Hopkins, or saw anyone assault- 
jing him. A woman who was with him 
| on the occasion swore, however, that she 
assaulted and struck him in the face. As 
regards the third paragraph, it is not in 
|the power of the Lord Lieutenant to 
| direct a re-hearing of the case, but a 
| memorial, if received, in favour of a remis- 
| sion of the fine will of course be considered 
in the usual way. 


| Mr. DILLON: Was not the summons 
| in this case one for indecent behaviour in 
| the streets, and was it not issued under 
‘the Borough Act? Was not the man 
| discovered by the police in company with 
|a@ woman in alow quarter of the city, and 
|was not the police testimony confirmed 
| by the woman’s own statement? Is it 


Mr. ATKINSON : There is no uncer- | not the fact that under the Act Hopkins 


tainty. If the local magistrates had only 


concurred 


|had aright of appeal up till the 13th 


with the resident magistrate | July, and did not act upon it ? 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: As to the last | 


question, I cannot say, but the facts are 
as stated by the hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. YOUNG (Cavan, E.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that these 
are two of the most respectable —— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question on the Paper has been fully 
answered, and also the supplementary 
question. 


Mr. DAVITT: On a point of order, 
is it in accordance with the usual practice 
of this House to make reference to the 
religious persuasion of magistrates on 


questions pertaining to their administra- | 


tion of the law ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Such questions are 


sometimes asked, and I think it is un- | 


fortunate that they should be asked. 
MARYBOROUGH PRISON WORKS. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
stone-cutters employed on the building 
works at Maryborough Prison have been 
locked out by the contractor for refusal to 
work more than nine and a-half hours 
per diem, which is the standard time for 


the country ; can he say whether the fair | 
wage resolution of the House of Commons | 


was considered in the conditions of con- 


tract ; and what action, if any, the Prisons | 


Board will take in the matter. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Iam informed 
that there has been no lock-out as stated 
in the first paragraph, but that the stone- 


cutters, having demanded a reduction in | 


the working hours, which was refused by 


the contractor, the men ceased work on | 


the 6th instant. 


Some of them, however, 
have 


since resumed 


and a-quarter hours on Saturday ; that is 
to say, fifty-nine and three-quarter hours 
in all. I understand that the time re- 
ferred to as “the standard time for the 
country ” has never been adopted in this 
district. The resolution referred to in 
the second paragraph was embodied in 
the specification in connection with the 
contract. The General Prisons Board do 
not, under the circumstances, propose to 
take any action in the matter. 
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terms—namely, ten and a-half hours per | 
day for five days of the week and seven | 
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IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT. 

| Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.) : 
'I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
| Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, can he see 
| his way to introduce a Bill to remove the 
doubts and inconsistencies of the Irish 
| Local Government Act, in the same 
| manner as is now being done for another 
measure in the improvement of Land Bill. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am not 
|/aware what are the doubts and incon- 
| sistencies to which the hon. Member 
refers, but I shall be happy to consider 
any statement in writing which he may 
be good enough to forward to me on the 
subject. 


Questions. 


THE SERVICE FRANCHISE BILL. 

Str CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
it is intended by the Government to give 
Government time in the present session 
to the Service Franchise Bill. 

THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): The principles which ought to under- 
lie the “starring” of Private Members’ 
Bills at this time of the session are very 
simple, and really it depends on the con- 
dition of Government business. At this 
time of the year it is always felt to be a 
hardship that, when we suspend the 
12 o'clock rule, all Private Members’ pri- 
vileges are abrogated, and that even the 
most uncontentious Bill cannot pass. 
| The practice of “ starring” is intended to 
remedy that difficulty, and I think it 
should be confined to the purpose for 
which it was originally devised. There- 
fore, although I am myself in hearty 
sympathy with the Bill to which the 
right hon. Baronet refers, and although it 
has reached an advancea stage in its 
Parliamentary history, I think it would 
be an evil precedent, and one capable of 
great abuse in the future, if I were to 
yield to my natural inclination and give 
Government time to the further dis- 
‘cussion of the Bill. In these circum- 
stances I shall not be able to “star” the 
Bill. I propose to adhere resolutely to 
| the precedents which have been set, and 
which ought to govern all leaders of the 
House in dealing with this question. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 

'I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
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Treasury whether, before the Third Read- 
ing of the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Bill is taken, he will, in view 
of the important alterations on the Report 


Questions. 


stage, have the Bill reprinted, and follow | 


the precedent of 1897 in the case of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It has not been | 


the practice to reprint a b.ll before the 
Third Reading, although there have, I 
think, been precedents for doing so in 
the cases of the Home Rule Bill and the 
Workmen’s Compensation Bill. I do not 
think it is desirable to depart from the 
usual course unless strong reason is shown 
or a demand is made for it by those who 
have a right to speak for the Opposition. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that in the Report 
Stage the Bill was considerably modified ? 
Several new clauses were put in, and we 
really do not know exactly the proposals 
of the Bill. 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin): 
Do not the same printers reprint the Bill 
for the House of Lords? Could not the 
reprinting be expedited so as to enable it 
to be done befcre the Third Reading in 
this House? It would not cost much. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not base 
my answer on the question of expense, 
aithough the printing of 1,200 additional 
ccpies would involve some slight increase 
ou the Estimates. I said I thought it 
would not be convenient to depart from 
the usual practice, and that it would be 
ai innovation not desirable in the interests 
of public business. It is true a great 
many alterations were made in the Bill on 
the Report Stage, but I understand that 
the alterations affecting the principle and 
machinery of the Bill were made in Com- 
mittee. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do think that this case is somewhat ex- 
ceptional, for the reason that on the 
Report Stage a long amendment, covering 
more than a page, was proposed by the 
Lord Advocate and accepted, and it really 
altered the fundamental constitution of 
the principle of the Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Might not a 


different practice be applied in such a/| 


case as this, where the Report Stage was 
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Reading practically becomes a Second 
Reading ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot ex- 
press agreement with the strange version 
of Parliamentary procedure which my 
hon. friend has given in regard to this 
Bill, which was most thoroughly dealt 
within the Committee Stage. As! promised 
in my reply to the question that if the 
Leader of the Opposition thought the 
matter of sufficient importance for him to 
intervene I would differentiate this case 
from ordinary cases, I will have the Bill 
printed, but I hope that that will not 
become a general practice. 


THE ESTIMATES. 

Mr. BUCHANAN : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury when the 
Supplementary Estimates will be laid 
upon the Table, and when they will be 
discussed ; and are there to be Supple- 
mentary Estimates for the Army and 
Navy as well as for the Civil Service. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Estimates 
will be laid on the table on Monday or 
Tuesday next. I think chat no Supple- 
mentary Estimates for the Navy or Army 
will be included. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Can the right hon. Gentleman make any 
statement as to business next week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will depend 
a good deal upon to-night. Perhaps the 
right hon. Gentleman will defer his 
question till to-morrow. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Or as to Friday week ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is a 
question which I should be reluctant to 
answer now. It partly depends on the 
views of the Colonial Secretary, which he 
is not yet, probably, in a position to 
give me. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. DILLON: What Bills do the 
Government propose to proceed with to- 
night, if they get through the Tithes Bill 
and the Food and Drugs Bill in good 
time ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not pro- 
pose, after the Tithe Rent-charge Bill and 
‘the Sale of Food and Drugs Bill, to take 


really the Committee Stage, and the Third | any Bill this evening likely to lead to 
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any prolonged controversy. Neither the 
Niger Company Bill nor the Colonial 
Loans Bill will be taken. 


Message from 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Will | 


the Board of Education Bill be taken this 
week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not this week. 





AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Committee | 


on Trade, ete. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be | 


printed, [No. 284.] 

Minutes of the Proceedings of the Com- 
mittee to be printed. [No. 284.] 

Bill, as amended in the Standing Com- 
mittee, to be considered upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 280.] 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


Reported from the Select Committee | 


on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills, 

with Amendments; Report to lie upon 

the Table, and to be printed. 

AND SANITARY REGULA- 
TIONS BILLS. 

Special Report brought up, and read. 


POLICE 


Special Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 285.] 


Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 285.] 
HOUSES OF LORDS AND COMMONS 
PERMANENT STAFF. 
Report from the Joint Committee, with 
Minutes of Evidence, brought up, and 
read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. [No. 286.] 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (DEFEC- 
TIVE AND EPILEPTIC CHILDREN) 


BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 


second time upon Monday next, and to, 


[Bill 281. ] 


be printed. 


POOR LAW ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 
[Lords]. 


Read the first time; to be read a 


sec nd time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 282.] 
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PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

As Amended, on consideration, to be 

| printed. [Bill 279.] 
CLYDE NAVIGATION BILL [Lords]. 
RENFREW BURGH AND HARBOUR 
EXTENSION BILLS [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 





AGED DESERVING POOR. 
| Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
| taken before the Select Committee on the 
Cottage Homes Bill of the present Session 
| be referred to the Select Committee on 
| Aged Deserving Poor.—(Mr. Chaplin.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 


PROVISIONAL 


SILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (No. 10) 


Without Amendment. 

GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE_ RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
(GENERAL POWERS) BILL. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY (ADDITIONAL POWERS) BILL, 


LOCAL 


With Amendments. 


Amendments to Amendments to-— 


SOUTH - EASTERN AND LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAY 
COMPANIES BILL. 


Without Amendment. 


Amendments to— 

MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD (PILOTAGE) BILL [Lords]. 
FURNESS RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


GLASGOW CORPORATION (TRAM- 
WAYS, &e.) BILL [Lords]. 


KIRKCALDY CORPORATION AND 
TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. 


Without Amendments. 
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That they have passed a Bill, intituled, | |_*Mr. SPEAKER: There is no rule to 
“An Act to give powers to the executive that effect, otherwise any hon. Member 
committee of the Gordon Memorial College | might, by putting down such a notice, 
at Khartoum to invest trust funds in obtain precedence over other hon. 
certain securities.” [Gordon Memorial | Members. 


College at Khartoum Bill [Lords]. 
oer " Mr. LABOUCHERE: Have I the 
And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act right to intervene with it in the discus- 
to authorise the construction of a tram- gion on the Third Reading ? 
road in and near to Southport ; and for “4 
other purposes.” [Southport and Lytham) *Mr. SPEAKER: Not if the hon. 
Tramroad Bill [Lords]. | Member for the South Molton Division 
moves his Amendment. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. | Mr. LABOUCHERE: When shall I 
Lords’ Amendments to be considered | be in order ! 


To-morrow. : J : 
| Mr. SPEAKER: Not this year. 
SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAM- | ’ ‘ 
ROAD BILL [Lords]. | Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Read the first time; and referred to | Tydvil): May I ask you, Sir, whether 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private the Bill has complied with Standing 
Bills. | Order No. 45, and what is the general 
ial, : ’ ws ,,| practice of the House in cases where 
GORDON MEMORIAL COLLEGE AT | attention has been drawn to non-compli- 
KHARTOUM BILL [Lords]. - ‘ . 
rrorks 'ance with the Standing Orders 4 
Read the first time ; to be read a second | alae ali 
time upon Monday next, and to be| *Mr. SPEAKER: I think it is enongh 


printed. [Bill 283.] | for me to say that the objection, whatever 
ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) | it is worth, should have been taken before 
wes AS (CSE | the Second Reading. No objection can 


Bill to amend the law with respect to | be taken now. 
Customs Duties in the Isle of Man, | 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Hanbury} Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 


and Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer. | Molton): In rising to move the rejection 
ais ail dink: shieminaanin ts | of this Bill, I wish to point out that it is a 
ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL. —_| measure which proposes to add a fresh 


“To amend the law with respect to; endowment to the Church of England. 
Customs Duties in the Isle of Man,” | A good deal has happened since it was 
presented accordingly, and read the first | introduced, and I should imagine that the 
time; to be read a second time upon! mind of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Monday next, and to be printed. | Leader of the House has at last been dis- 
[Bill 284. ] abused of the idea that it is a non-conten- 

——me | tious Bill. We have had an opportunity, 

ae ower | also, of testing the feeling of the country 
TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. | upon this matter in several constituencies. 

| Three constituencies which formerly re- 
| turned Members who were supporters of 
| the Government have transferred their 
Moti f ‘affections, and their representatives are 
= Motion made and Question proposed, | now to be found among the followers of 
That the Bill be now read the third _the Leader of the Opposition. In every 
ume. | ease in which there has been an election 

*Mr. SPEAKER called on Mr. Lambert | the Liberal majority has gone up, and the 
who had an Amendment: “To read the | 1°TY majority has correspondingly de- 
EE RE TS iereased. I do not quite understand why 

: |there has been such a great hurry in 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : | endeavouring to smuggle this Bill through 
On a point of order, I have an Amend- | the House. Undoubtedly there has been 
ment on the Paper to recommit the Bill, a great desire on the part of the 
in respect of Clause 1. Can I move that Government to shirk debate on the 
Amendment ? | subject. We have had the closure 


THIRD READING. 


Order for Third Reading read. 
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which has de- 
prived hon. Members of their rights and 
privileges, and the Bill has been forced 
through Committee without a single word 
of amendment. I can only remember 
one precedent for that course, and that 
was a somewhat similar Bill to this, the 
Voluntary Schools Bill, which was 
another measure for the relief of the 
clergy. It was brought in to relieve 
them of the necessity of subscribing 
towards the support of voluntary Schools, 


and now you are relieving them of the 


duty of paying half their rates. I do not 
know whether the right hon. Gentleman 
thinks that, in regard to clerical matters, 
the Government has some sort of divine 
inspiration in bringing a perfect measure 
before the House. I certainly do not 
look on this Bill as so perfect, for I think 
it could well have been altered in the in- 
terests of our constituents. I believe the 
right hon. Gentleman feared, and with 


rood reason, that if he allowed a single 
g ’ 5 


amendment to be introduced the whole 
edifice of the Bill would have been en- 
tirely shattered. Certainly during the 
course of these debates the case for this 
Bill has been completely smashed, and 
there is not a single reason, or vestige of 
reason, why the Bill should pass into 
law. At first sight, when’ one looks at 
the fact that the clergyman is rated upon 
his income, it would seem that he deserves 
some consideration at the hands of the 
House. jut it has been proved 
over and over again, especially by 
my right hon. friend the Member for 
West Monmouth, that the maintenance 
of the poor is as sacred and as 
strongly attached to the payment of 
tithe as the title to receive it. It is an 
extraordinary thing that, although this 
payment towards the Poor Rate has been 
constantly dwindling, the share of the 
clergyman has constantly increased. It 
has not been controverted that the rates 
are levied, not upon the clergy in respect 
of tithe, but on the tithe itself, and there- 
fore it is impossible to contend that this 
is a personal grievance. No one will deny 
that a perfectly fair arrangement was 
come to when the Tithe Commutation 
Act was passed ; for it has been proved 
that in the great majority of cases the 
rates were added to the tithe at the time 
of the commutation. The Secretary to 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, than 
whom there could be no higher authority 
on this subject, has stated that the rates 
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at the time of the commutation amounted 
to 5s. in the £; that is to say, the re- 
ceiver of £100 commuted tithe paid £25 
in the form of rates in those days, where- 
as now he does not pay more than 
£7 10s. This works out that if the rate 
on the commuted value of tithe now stood 
at the same level as at the time of com- 
mutation, the annual payment would be 
something like £600,000 a year, whereas 
at the present moment the whole of the 
rates paid by the clergy, according to 
the estimate of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, come to only £175,000. It is 
an undoubted fact that the clergy have 
gained enormously by the commutation, 
because the rateable value has gone down 
No doubt the incomes of 


the clergy have also gone down, but the 
same remark applies to everybody else, 


for whereas on investments it was possible 
thirty years ago to secure a return of 5 
per cent., only 3 per cent. is now obtain- 
able. There was one subject that did not 
receive attention in Committee, because of 
the manner in which the right hon. Gen- 
tleman thought proper to conduct the Bill. 
I refer to the case of heavily-tithed land. 
There is a considerable amount of land in 
this country on which the tithe is extraor- 
dinarily heavy. In some places it reaches 
10s. per acre, and it was shown before the 
Royal Commission on Agriculture that in 
counties where rent had been reduced to 
a merely nominal sum the existence of a 
heavy tithe rent charge had become an 
almost intolerable burden, which placed 
difficulties in the way of the continuance 
or revival of cultivation. Further than 
that, the landlord had no sufficient security 
to justify him in undertaking the 
requisite outlay for the improvement 
of the farm, and in one case it trans- 
pired that the tithe owner had _ to 
take possession because nobody could be 
found to pay the tithe and other out- 
goings upon the holding. The Report 
from which I am quoting was signed by 
the right hon.Gentleman the President of 
the Board of Agriculture himself. He is 
as responsible for this Report as other 
members of the Commission ; and I will 


/ask him whether he thinks it is going to 


conduce to the best interests of the 


Church to call upon the lay ratepayers of 
a district not only to pay heavy tithes, 
but also to provide the funds to relieve 
the tithe receivers of one half of their 
rates. Let us take the case of a distressed 
district such as is to be found in the 
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county of Essex. Hon. Members who | last two years. Will the right hon. 
support the Government were very | Gentleman who is responsible for it tell 


eloquent in regard to Essex when they | 
were in opposition, although it seems that | 


now their concern has somewhat died 
away. 
and shop-keepers who live in some of the 
Essex villages. They see the land going 
out of cultivation because of the very 
heavy tithe imposed upon it, and, suffer- 
ing as they already are from a very heavy 


Look at the case of the labourers | 


me whether it is really interded to drop 
it at the end of two years? It is not 
quite honest towards the House to 
endeavour to shirk discussion on these 


‘matters or to smuggle Bills through 


burden, they are to have an addition | 
made to that burden by this Bill, simply | 


to relieve the tithe receiver of one half of 
his rates. 
the intention of which 
many districts of the excessive burden 
of tithe, but unfortunately, as is the 
case with too much of the legislation 
initiated by right hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
they have taken away with one hand 
what they gave with the other, and I 
believe there has been hardly a single 
case of reduction of tithe. We are told 
that this measure is based upen justice, 
but what justice is there in relieving of 
their rates tithe-owners who are in receipt 
of a tithe which is so heavy that it is 
driving the land out of cultivation? Ido 
not want to excite prejudice ; indeed, one 
cannot do that by stating sound facts. 
But I wish to show how inconveniently 
this relief is to be distributed. Take the 
case of Hatfield, the seat of the Prime 
Minister. 
muted at £1,876. At present they are 
rated on about £1,000, and the rates 
would be £125. But at the time of com- 
mutation £300 was added on for the pay- 
ment of rates, and therefore the tithe- 
owner has been receiving £300 a year 
for rates since 1836, althongh he is now 
only paying £125 a year. And what is 
the relief he will receive? £62 10s. a 
year—this gentleman in receipt of £1,000 
a year. This is not an_ isolated 
case, because there are 127 cases of 
tithe held by clergy who have over £1,000 
a year, and they will receive from 
£50 to £60 a year in relief of rates, 
while the clergyman with an income 
of £100 will receive only £6 5s. 
Is there any semblance of justice in this ? 
(Cries of “* Yes.”) Well, if hon. Gentle- 
men like to go to their constituents and 
announce that they desire to give more 
money to the rich and less to the poor, 
they are quite welcome to that part of their 
political programme. This is a measure 
of justice which we are told is only to 


Mr. Lambert. 


There the tithes were com- | 


on the pretext that they are to be tem- 
porary, when it it is probably intended 
that they shall be permanent. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, 


Liverpool, West Derby): The Agricul- 


‘tural Rating Act was made temporar 
In 1891 an Act was passed, | ° SER. ‘ : ee 
was to relieve | 


at the request of the hon. Members on 
both sides of the House, and it was 
thought right that this Bill should be 
put on the same footing. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I do not think that 
it was done in deference to appeals from 
this side of the House. I rather fancy 
that the limitation of the duration of 
the Agricultural Rating Act to five years 
was due to the action of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Stockport. I am afraid the right 
hon. gentleman does not consult our 
wishes to the extent which he suggests. 
With regard to this plea of justice, the 
right hon. Gentleman has himself broken 
it down by refusing to admit all tithe- 
owners to the benefits of the measure. 
Surely if the proposal is just the relief 
should be extended all round ; if it is un- 
just, then no single class should take 
advantage of it. It has been said that 
the clergy are entitled to relief from their 
rates because they have in some cases to 
employ skilled labour, just as skilled 
agricultural labour has to be employed 
by the landowners. Is not this de- 
grading the sacred calling of the clergy- 
man to reduce him to the position 
of a skilled labourer! Are we going to 
reduce the curate in charge of a cure of 
souls to the same position as a man who 
loads manure into a cart ! I do not wonder 
that Convocation did not like the Bill, and 
that it was only with great difliculty that 
it could be got to assent to it. Indeed, I 
feel pretty certain that a good many rich 
clergymen and wealthy laymen belonging 
to the Church of England disapprove of it, 
for when they were appealed to to provide 
a sum of £340 to cover the cost ot laying 
certain evidence before the Local Taxation 
Commission, only £140 was obtained. 
The hon. Member for Tunbridge, who is 
a kind of Parliamentary parson, sent 
round circulars to the clergy asking them 
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to send him in a statement of their | 
grievances. And he got but compara-| 
tively few answers. But why did he not 
send to the wealthy clergy and laity and | 
ask them to subscribe to relieve the’ 
necessities of the poorer clergy? Why 
did he so sully Christian teaching as to | 
make it degenerate into a squabble over | 
rates? I contend it is absolutely pitiable 
to see such a proposal as this in connec- | 
tion with a rich church, which enjoys an, 
income of over seven millions a_ year. | 
Why should it come down to this House | 
and ask for a fresh endowment which, | 
if capitalised, would represent a sum of | 
three millions sterling? We have been | 
told over and over again by the Colonial | 
Secretary that during the existence of | 
the late Liberal Government no single 
working man was a penny the better for | 
the legislation it introduced. I think I 
could find out a great many working men | 
who are a good many pounds the worse | 
for the legislation of right hon. Gentle- | 
men opposite. Why do not the wealthy 
members of the Church of England put 
their hands into their own pockets for 
the relief of their poorer clergy? I 
am reminded of some writings by 
the Rev. Sydney Smith upon bishops’ 
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‘incomes, in which he pointed out how 


the incomes of future bishops might 
fairly be reduced in order to provide for 
the improvements of small livings. He 
suggested that the Archbishops could 
surely do with less than £15,000 a year 
and two palaces, whilst a future Bishop 
of London might not require a palace at 
Fulham, a house in St. James’s Square, 
and £10,000 a vear. Now, this was the 
opinion, not of a Dissenter, but of a 
Church of England clergyman, and I com- 
mend it to the consideration of hon. 
Members opposite. The writer of a 
hook dedicated to the Bishop of London 
declared it to be a sin on the part of 
Churchmen to assist Dissenters in any 
way by attending their chapels or by 
giving them money. Is it not an equal 
sin to call upon Dissenters all over the 
country to pay increased rates in order to 
give a fresh endowment to the Church of 
England? Lord Halifax, who has 4,000 
clergymen at his back, recently com- 
plained of the action of the hon. Member 
for Flintshire, and suggested that, as he 
was a Nonconformist, he had no right to 
interfere with the doctrines of the Church 
of England. But is it right that a Chureh 
which is infinitely more wealthy than 
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any Nonconformist body should be unable 
to support its own ministers without 
calling in the assistance of those who do. 
not belong to it? This is bound to go 
on in the country. A Cornish farmer 
writes :— 

“ There are a large number of the clergy who» 
teach that they can turn the bread into the 
body of Christ and wine into His blood. If 
they can do that we might expect them to be 
able to put up the price of wheat to 15s. the: 
bushel.’ 


That is the view of a Cornish farmer who 
has a right to express his opinion on this. 
subject. I contend that this injustice will 
sink deeply into the mind of the electorate 
of this country, and it is a measure which 
will increase hostility to the Church in 
the country districts. I beg to move that 
this Bill be read a third time this day 
three months. 


*Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
beg leave to second this motion, and I 


| join with my hon. friend in hoping that 


the House will reject the Third Reading 
of this Bill. The measure has a bad 
history. It was introduced under the 
ten-minutes’ rule, and the Second Read- 
ing was so curtailed that hon. Members 
were prevented from expressing their 
opinion, and the Committee stage of the 
3ill was so pressed forward by the 
closure and other means that no ade- 
quate expression of opinion has taken 
place upon the merits of this 
measure. These are some of the reasons 
why I have joined with my hon. friend 
who has moved the rejection of this 
measure. I agree that it will be a long 
remembered Bill for the Conservative 
party, and I believe that they will pro- 
bably wish, before many years are over, 
that they had never put their hands to 
this undertaking. The right hon. Gentle- 
man who is in charge of the Bill has 
again reminded us that the operation of 
the Bill is limited for two years. When 
he has time to attend to the Debate, I 
should like to ask him in the course of his 
reply whether he will assure the House 
that at the end of two years the Bill will 
drop and will no longer be in operation. 
If he can give us that assurance, it will 
he some relief to our mind in that respect. 
I oppose this measure on two distinct 
grounds. In the first place, it is a distinct 
re-enactment of the Church rates under 
It is 
the direct taxation of the free churches in 
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order to maintain the State Church, and | 
on those grounds I oppose it. And, 
further, I oppose this measure because it | 
is a Bill to minister to the wants of the 
pampered law-breakers in the Church of 
England. At the present moment the 
country is shocked by the procedure 
of a large body of the Church of 
England clergymen who are breaking 
every law which they have sworn to 
obey, and are outraging the feelings of 
the large masses of the Protestant 
citizens of this country, both Churchmen 
and Dissenters. I think this is the most 
ill-judged time that could have been 
chosen to re-endow the Church of Eng- 
land at the expense of the community. 
It is well known that many of the clergy 
in the country are, perhaps, the most un- 
popular persons in the villages. We 
know that in many parts of the country | 
the clergyman is the least popular of any 
person of position in his parish for many 
reasons. This Bill will add to those | 
reasons, and instead of the mistrust which | 
at present exists hatred will be begotten 
when it is known that the poor labourers 
of the village will have to make contribu- 
tions towards the relief of the clergymen 
whom they already mistrust. 


Tithe Rent-Charge 


SEVERAL Hon. MEMBERS: No, no. ! 


{COMMONS} 


‘members of the 


| country. 
have provided this small sum out of their 
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than the one which he has adopted. We 
would have shown him how, when our 
ministers want more money, we put our 
hands into our own pockets and not into 
the pockets of members of other denomina- 
tions. During the month of January 
this year I attended a large number of 
meetings in many parts of the country to 
endeavour to assist my hon. friend the 
Member for Louth in raising, by voluntary 
contributions, a million of guineas for 
the Wesleyan body. Labourers earning 
only 12s. a week have promised to pay a 
guinea during the year to this fund out of 
their very small wages. Surely if the farm 
labourers, the mechanics, and the small 
shopkeepers of this country can support 
their own Church, the members of the 
Church of England should be ashamed to 
come to the public funds for money for 
their clergy, which they ought to pay 
themselves out of their own pockets. I 


| have in my mind at this moment a par- 


ticular district which is dotted all over 
with residential millionaires, bankers, 
brewers, and money-lenders, all of them 
Church of England. 
Why any one of these families could 
perfectly well find at least half the sum 
that you are now going to wring from the 
unwilling and oppressed taxpayers of this 
These wealthy people might 


private income without being any the 


Mr. BROADHURST: But this £87,000 | 
comes from public funds, and every 
person who consumes taxable articles 
makes a contribution to that £87,000. 
Therefore the Free Church population of 
this country will pay in equal proportion 
towards this sum with the Church 
members of this country. Now this | 
is a distinct wrong and _ injustice, 
for we have to maintain our own 
Churches. The Free Church com- 
munity maintain their own clergy and | 
their own Church; they pay the rates 
chargeable on the manses in which the | 
ministers live, and out of their hard 
earned wages they maintain every | 
charge that is made upon their places | 
of worship. But, in addition to that, | 
they will now be called upon to pay | 
rates for the clergy of another denomina- | 
tion. I was going to explain to the Com- | 
mittee the other day that if the right hon. | 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill had come | 
for advice to this side of the House we | 
could have shown him a much more con- 
stitutional way of relieving the clergy 

Mr. Broadhurst, 


| 


worse for it at the end of the year. 
Surely this isa humiliation which ought 
to be felt, and which if I were a member of 
the Church of England I should feel most 
keenly, and I am sure there are many 
Churchmen and Churchwomen in_ this 
country—and some of the Church clergy 
themselves—who, to their honour, will 
feel humiliated at being classed among 


| the paupers of this country by this system 


of outdoor relief which the right hon. 
Gentleman is providing for the clergy 
under this Bill. I do not know of any- 


thing that could do more harm to the 


Church than this measure. I am sure 


that nothing can help forward Disestab- 


lishment more than measures of the 
kind which we are discussing _ this 


evening, and if it is the design of the 
Government to promote Disestablishment 
then I congratulate them upon having 
taken a policy which certainly will have 
that effect to a considerable degree. I do 
not suppose any protest that we can make 
here, no matter how justifiable or how 
strong our case may be, or however true 
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our allegations against the system of 
robbery of the poor in order to further 
enrich those who are not in want, will 
change a single vote on the opposite side. 
I am afraid that loyalty to their leaders 
will induce hon. Members opposite to vote 
for a Bill which they know in their heart 
of hearts to be unjust, and based upon 
unjust principles which they know is 
enforcing from the poorest people in the 
country contributions in order to further 
bolster up and maintain a Church which is 
being ministered by a large number of 
lawless clergymen whose actions are 
condemned by thousands of Churchmen 
themselves. We _ shall, however, have 
the satisfaction of endeavouring to do 
our duty to our constituencies and to 
the country by voting against this 
measure, for [ do not believe that any 
amount of argument will induce a single 
vote from the other side to come 
over to this side, which their common- 
sense and sense of right and justice would 
lead them to do were they not bound 
under such strict discipline by party 
management. I had an opportunity 
last night ata large representative gather- 
ing of county people, which included 
many shopkeepers and tradesmen, of as- 
certaining their opinion upon this Bill, 
and I may say that it was universally 
condemned and repudiated by the Church- 
men who were present. I am sure the 
Government will find that to be so toa 
larger extent than they imagine. This 
wrong, added to the other wrongs of this 
Government, will go a long way indeed 
to make our task easier in bringing about 
a change of Government in the near 
approaching future, which we on this side 


{20 JuLy 1899} 


| 


of the House are looking forward to with | 


confidence, while you on the opposite 


side of the House are staving off the evil | 


day to the longest possible period. I beg 


to second this motion for the rejection of | 


this Bill, which is an unjust and wicked 
this country. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now, and at the 
end of the question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’ ”—(J/r. Lambert.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
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*Mr. J. G. TALBOT (Oxford Univer- 
sity): If the arguments which have been 
advanced by the hon. Gentlemen who 
moved and seconded the rejection of 
this Bill be all that can be said against it 
[ think I can congratulate my right hon. 
friend on the case for it being unanswer- 
able. I do not propose to deal at length 
with the speeches of the hon. Gentleman, 
but one matter has been mentioned on 
which I desire to say a few words. One 
of the arguments used in support of the 
rejection of this measure was that a great 
number of people were going to suffer a 
great wrong in order to benefit a com- 
paratively rich class of ratepayers. I 
should like the hon. Gentleman who has 
just spoken to ask himself in calmer 
moments what number of his constituents 
will, when this Bill is passed into law, 
find themselves a penny the poorer. If 
the hon. Gentleman will pause for a 
moment in his career of somewhat heated 
denunciation of the Church of England to 
which he does not belong 


(Rates) Bill. 





Mr. BROADHURST: But for which 
I have to pay. 


*Mr. J.G. TALBOT: If the hon. Gen 
tleman will pause and ask himself the 
true facts of the case, I think he 
will find that the relief which this 
Bill proposes to confer comes out of a 
fund which really does not in any way 
oppress the persons whom he represents. 
The contribution of the ordinary rate- 
payer to this fund is almost infinitesimal 
and the county authorities will not be a 
penny the worse asa result of this Bill 
except in so far as they may be deemed 
to be worse by not having received the in- 
crement to which they may have looked for- 
ward. The hon. Member asked why did 
not the richer members of the Church of 
England relieve the clerical tithe owners. 
As a matter of fact, a very large amount 


| is paid at the present moment in voluntary 
imposition upon the poor taxpayers of | 
| Church of England towards the relief of 


| the poorer clergy. 


subscriptions by the members of the 


The Queen Victoria 
Clergy Fund and several other funds 


'are supported entirely by members of 


| 
| 


the Church of England for the 
relief of the necessitous clergy. This Bill 


is not a matter of charity, but of justice. 
It is asked for in order to redress what 
we believe to be an unjust mode of 
assessing the rate. I know hon. Gentle- 


men opposite do not admit that it is an 
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unjust mode, but that is the contention 
of the Government and of men who have 
studied the question. I would remind 
hon. Members how soon political memory 
fails. Not many years ago the great 
‘statesman who led the Liberal Party, and 
who was considered to be a great autho- 
rity on financial matters, Mr. Gladstone, 
said that an absolute case had been made 
out for the relief of the clergy in this 
matter. I cannot subscribe to the doctrine 
that because a grievance has gone on for 
many years it ought not to be redressed. 
It has been said to be characteristic of the 
party to which I belong that when a 
thing had lasted for many years, it was 
allowed to continue unless a very strong 
case was made out against it. But the 
chief boast of the hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
‘site is : “ Point out an injustice however 
long standing, and we will remove it.” 
It is no answer to our arguments to say 
that as this grievance has been borne for 
years it can continue to be borne. That 
is not a fair way of stating the case. But I 
did not rise so much for the purpose of 
answering the arguments of the hon. 
Gentlemen opposite —if they can be 
called arguments—as to express, on behalf 
of the great number of clergymen through- 
out the country whom I have the honour 
to represent in this House, my extreme 
obligation to the Government. (Oppo- 
sition cheers.) Hon. Gentlemen may 
indulge in ironical cheers, but I am not 
ashamed to thank the Government for 
this measure of justice, and for removing 
a grievance which has pressed hardly on 
the clergy for many years. We were 
urged to represent this matter to the 
Government ; we did so to the best of our 
ability, and the Government, having care- 
fully considered it, came to the con- 
clusion that it was a case of justice and 
not of charity. I support this Bill 
because I believe it to be a sound 
measure for the relief of an esta- 
blished grievance which presses on a class 
of the community unique in this respect, 
that it has no direct representation in this 
House. The clergy of the Church of 
England, with the exception of the clergy 
of the Church of Rome, are the only class 
of the community prevented by statute 
from entering this House, and therefore it 
rests with us to represent their interests, 
and to advocate their just claims. We 
have advocated them, and the result is 
that Her Majesty’s Government have 
introduced this Bill. I am quite aware 
this is not a popular measure, and on that 


Mr. J. G. Talbot. 


{COMMONS} 
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very account I am even more obliged to 
the Government. It is very easy 
to pass measures that are popular, 
and to create a furore in the coun- 
try in their favour. That does 
not require much effort. But when 
Ministers redress a grievance from con- 
scientious motives, although they expose 
themselves to political obloquy, I think 
they are entitled to special gratitude. I 
think also there is another class of the com- 
munity who ought to thank Her Majesty’s 
Government, and that is Her Majesty's 
Opposition. They have been provided 
with acry for which they have been long- 
ing. They have now got something with 
which to endeavour to agitate the 
country. They will find, however, that 
the country on grounds of logic and argu- 
ment, as well as of justice and considera- 
tion, will be with the Government. When 
the electors look at this matter calmly 
and deliberately, and apart from the 
heated atmosphere of the House of Com- 
mons, they will conclude that this Bill is 
not an act of charity, but of justice. It 
has been passed on behalf of a class which 
does not exercise any large political in- 
fluence in the country. (“Oh, oh!”) 
Well, the hon. Gentleman opposite said 
that the parson was the most unpopular 
man in the parish, and it is impossible to 
be unpopular and to exercise great 
political influence. The clergy of the 
Church of England do not deserve 
the odium cast upon them by 
the hon. Member in his — speech. 
Taking all things into consideration, they 
are a class, I will venture to say, in spite 
of what the hon. Member has said, who 
are more moderately remunerated than 
any other class of educated Englishmen, 
and who are doing noble, praiseworthy, 
and self-denying work. Not on the 
ground of charity, but on the ground of 
justice, I therefore heartily support. this 
measure. 


*Mr. C. WENTWORTH BEAUMONT 
(Northumberland, Hexham): In support- 
ing the motion of my hon. friend I ask 
for the indulgence of the House, because I 
have never yet ventured to address it, 
either with you, Sir, in the Chair, or in 
Committee. I do so because I agree 


generally with the reasons expressed by 
‘the hon. Gentleman who has just spoken, 


and partly because if even the principle of 
the Bill is accepted it is too wide in its 
operation. In my view the provisions of 


‘this Bill should not extend to clergymen 
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presented to benefices after the passing of 
the Act. 


Tithe Rent-C varge 


{20 JuLy 1899} 


That point has been very little | 


discussed, partly because some hon. Gentle- | 
men who had putdown Amendments in that | 
direction did so in the wrong place, and | 
partly owing to the constant application | 


of the closure. If one thing came out 
more clearly than another in the course 
of the Second Reading Debate, and it has 
not been seriously denied by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, it is that in estimating the 
value of the Tithe by the Commissioners 
in 1836 no deduction was to be “made 
for Parliamentary, parochial, a 
and other rates,” and that ‘ whenever 
said tithes should have been compounded 
for on the principal of rent or composi- 
tion being paid free for all such rates, the 
Commissioners shall have regard to the 
circumstance, and shall make such addi- 
tion on account thereof as may be equiva- 
lent.” Those acquainted with the matter 
will know that what I have quoted is 
taken from Clause 37 in the Tithe Commu- 
tation Act of 1836 which dealt with that 
part of the subject. This is, indeed, not 
seriously contested by the hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, but it has rather been ignored 
by the Government and by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. Passing over that point, 
therefore, what is the ostensible ground for 
the Bill? It is that owing to the fall in 
value of the Tithe Rent-charge, clergy- 
men who accepted a living on the under- 
standing that they would have a certain 
income find that that income is very much 
reduced, and that they suffer thereby. 
That is not denied ; but why shouid it be 
called an injustice? It is said that this 
Bill has been brought in to remedy this 
injustice. We admit that there is some 
hardship, but I do not think that the 
word “injustice,” which has been so 
largely used by hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
should be applied to all. But, admitting, 
for the sake of argument, that there is an 


injustice, how has it arisen? It has 
been created by the Agricultural 


Rates Act of 1896, which excluded the 
clergymen from the so-called benefits of 
that Act. This injustice would not have 
been discovered at all had it not been for 
the omission of the clergy in passing the 
Act in 1896. There was not a thought of 
injustice by the Government in 1896. At 


all events the Chancellor of the Exchequer | 


is credited with having expressed the 
opinion that the clergy had no claim for 
relief on that score. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer is suspected to be not very 
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language used by that right hon. Gentle- 
man had come from this side, it would 
have been said that it arose from hostility 
to the Church of England. Now, the 
Government have tried to find a remedy for 
this ‘injustice ” by making another ; be- 
cause we on this side of the House hold 
that it is an injustice that any particular 
class of persons should receive relief out 
of the public purse. It was on that 
ground that we contested the Agricultural 
Rating Act, and on the same ground, how- 
ever great the hardships some of the 
clergy may have to endure, we contest 
this Bill. The Government seem to have 
thought that they could remedy one in- 
justice by creating another, on some sort of 
idea, I suppose, that two blacks make a 
white. However, admitting that there is 
some hardshipon those whowere presented 
to benefices under different financial con- 
ditions, | want to know why the relief 
provisions of the Bill should be extended 
to those to be hereafter appointed. They 
will accept their appointments to livings 
knowing what income to expect from them, 
and they can have no ground of complaint 
afterwards. It has never been contended 
(so faras I am aware) that there is any 
difficulty in obtaining clergymen to 
accept benefices when there is a vacancy, 
in spite of this grievance. On the con- 
trary, the supply of these gentlemen is far 
greater than the demand. The unfor- 
tunate patron knows that whenever he 
has a living vacant he is inundated with 
applications from men, good, bad, and in- 
different. Ithink it was the late Lord 
Melbourne who said when he had Episco- 
pal patronage to give away through the 
death of a bishop, “I believe these bishops 
dieto spiteme.” [feelsurethat most patrons 
of livings must have feelings very similar 
tothat when they have patronage to bestow. 
By rejecting this Bill the House would 
not prevent a single man going into the 
Church, or a single clergyman from 
applying for a living ; and this grievance 
would right itself automatically in the end. 
It is a great pity, to my mind, that the 
members of the Government do not have 
more opportunities of mixing with their 
supporters in the House in order to learn 
their real views. They confine themselves 
too much to their rooms. If they had 
been on the terrace or in the smoking- 
rooms they would have heard recently 
very strong language in regard to this 
Bill—language which, if expressed in this 
House, you, Sir, would not have held to 


fond of the clergy, and I think if the | be un-Parliamentary. The only amusing 
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incident of this dull session is the abuse | 
lavished on the present Government by | 
their supporters, who, with a few excep-_ 
tions—notably the hon. Member for 
Stockport—have blindly followed them 
into the division lobbies. I thank the 
House very much for the patience with 
which I have been listened to, and I 
shall have no hesitation in voting against 
the third reading of this Bill. 


Tithe Rent-Charge 


*CoLONEL V. MILWARD (Warwiek) : 
I cannot agree with very much that the 
hon. Member for South Molton Division 
has said, and I regret especially 
the reading of the letter which he 
has thought fit to read to the House. 
3ut there is one point upon which I do 
agree with him, and that is that it does 
place the House and the country in a 
difficult position when it is necessary to 
bring forward a Bill at this time of the 
year of a contentious character, and when, 
in order to pass the Bill through the Com- 
mittee stage, it is necessary that the speeches 
should be extremely short, and the discus- 
sion confined to one side of the House. It is 
evident that the result must be that the 
country must have a distorted view of the 
Bill itself. When Members get up one 
after another to attack the Bill, and when 
the conduct of the Billisthus one-sided, it is 
quite evident that the country at large must 
form an erroneous idea of the Bill and of 
the defence of it. In the course of the | 
Committee stage there were 54 Govern- | 
ment and 203 speeches from the Opposi- 
tion. But if they excepted from the 
Government speeches those of the right 
hon. Gentlemen the Minister for Agri- 
culture, the Solicitor-General, and the 
First Lord of the Treasury, there remained 
on the Government side twenty speeches 
against 203 from the Opposition. 
I think it is a notable fact that of those 
203 speeches no fewer than 91 were de- 
livered by Welsh Members, who have so 
great a feeling and so small an interest in 
this matter. Iadmit that nobody could 
have conducted the case with greater 
ability than the Minister for Agriculture, 
nor could the case have been placed 
more fairly before the House than by the 
three Ministers who have been concerned 
in the progress of the Bill; but when 
Member after Member rises and takes a 
false view of the position taken up by the 
(sovernment I confess I can see no chance 
of remedying this state of things, unless 
we adopt the suggestion of the hon. | 

Mr. C. Wentworth Beaumont. 


{COMMONS} 
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Member for South-East Essex, to limit 
the speeches, let us say Committee 
speeches, to ten minutes, so that the 
speaking may be fairly divided between 
the two sides of the House. There is 
another constitutional question in refe- 
rence to the Bill that I wish to raise. The 
clergy themselves have been astounded 


at the reception which their case has met 


with in the House of Commons. Here 
is a set of men who, as ratepayers 
and taxpayers, in common with other 
members of the community, have a right 
to address themselves to the House of 
Commons for the redress of any grievance 
they have. It is acknowledged that the 
relief from taxation or rating is an interest 
which should be dealt with by the Crown 
or the House of Commons. These gentle- 
men have addressed themselves in a per- 
fectly constitutional manner to the 
House. They have, through their Mem- 
hers, urged their views upon the country; 
but when their case was brought forward 
in the House it was flouted and sneered 
at, and was met by the perfervid—almost 
impassioned—eloquence of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshireand the hon. Memberfor Carnar- 
von Boroughs, and by raillery on the partof 
the hon. Member for Muid-Glamorgan- 
shire, and this culminated in the studied 
travesty of a preamble, which it was 
proposed to attach to the Bill, and which 
said that “ the clergy were poor and unable 
to pay their rates,’ and that “the Church 
failed, out of its vast possessions, to make 
provision for them or their families.” I 
deny both these charges. I deny that it 
is because of their poverty that they 
have a right to have their wrongs 
redressed here. I maintain that, whether 


poor or rich, they have a right to 
come to the State and ask that 
their wrongs should be redressed. 


I deny also very strongly that the Church 
has failed out of its riches to redress the 
poverty of the clergy. Let me state to 
the House what the Church has done 
during the last few years. In the year of 
the last Jubilee of the Queen a fund was 
raised called the Queen Victoria Jubilee 
Fund. In the first year it amounted to 
£100,000, and in 1898 to £45,000. These 
sums are specially applied for the purpose 
of raising the smaller incomes of the 
clergy. But in addition there is 
another fund called the Queen Anne’s 
Bounty Fund. In 1897 there was 
contributed voluntarily to this fund 
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£106,613 for the permanent augmentation | 


{20 Juty 1899} 
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license which may be subscribed to by 


of the livings of the clergy, and in 1898| the poor, and that is the dog license. 


£116,932. Altogether, therefore, the 
sums contributed by these two funds for | 
the augmentation of the livings of the | 
clergy during the years 1897 and 1898 | 
amounted to £206,613 and £161,932 | 
respectively. Now, I do not desire to 
diminish for one moment what is being 
done by the Wesleyan or any other body, 
but it is unfair—and I am sure hon. 
Gentlemen opposite will feel it is unfair 
——to say that we are doing nothing for 
the augmentation of the livings of the 
clergy when we contribute as much as 





It is quite possible that here and there a 
few shillings may be contributed for a 
dog license by the poor, but that source 
is entirely exempted under this Bill. The 
relief which is to be given under this Bill 
is entirely from the Probate Duty, and 
not a single farthing can under any cir- 
cumstances come from the poor. In point 


| of fact, however, the particular sum which 


is given under this Bill does not come 
from the Probate Duty; it comes from 
the increment of the Probate Duty, so 
that. not only is it money that never has 


£200,000 a year for that purpose. In | come from the poor, but it is money that 
. © ] - - 
the diocese of Liverpool, moreover, there | never has gone to the poor because it is 


is the fact that every living has; money that has never yet been received 
been ‘raised to £200 a year. In| or expended by the County or Borough 


addressing myself for a few moments to; Authorities. I wish to refer to the 
the objections which have been raised to} argument that the amount of the rates 
this Bill, they appear to me to range! was added to the tithe in 1836. That 
themselves under three heads. The first/is true in one sense, but it is not 
objection is that the poor are being made | true in another. The case is precisely 
to pay for the rich, Sometimes we hear | the same as that of a landlord who lets 
the clergy called the rich and sometimesthe | two houses side by side. One house 
_ ~ : igh mg! — ee the | he lets 8 pia mt pays 
ine of debate taken by hon. Members. | rates; while the other he lets at £8 a 
At all events the hon. Member for Market | year, and the tenant pays the rates. Sup- 
pen Ai ,. oy re sig very | ome Er oH gs = — case 
strongly the fact that the poor labourers ; the landlord should pay the rates, it is 
were being made to contribute the sum of | quite evident that he would charge £10 
£87,000 for the benefit of the rich clergy, | a yearfor each house. That is exactly what 
and he observed that it was disgraceful that happened in 1836 with regard to the 
in a certain county (Dorset) the labourer | rates being added to the tithe. In some 
should be paid only 9s. or 10s. a week. | cases the clergyman had paid the rates, 
I do not, however, see how. the House of in some cases the farmer, but after 1836 
Commons is going to interfere with the; the clergyman was by law required to 
price of the labourers’ wages. But this I} pay them, and for this reason they were 
do say—that no poor person under any | added to the tithe. We have never 
circumstances will contribute one penny | denied that the tithe was rateable. We 
to the relief which is being given to the | have never denied that it should fairly 
clergy under this Bill. Hon. Members | pay the rate. We furthermore say that 
who make the contrary assertion either | personal property should pay the rate 
have not studied the Bill or are not | aleo, and did pay it under the Act of 
acquainted with the facts. The | Elizabeth. But we say that the rates 
whole of the relief is given from} have become an intolerable burden. There 
a portion of the annual sum which is | is not a single person in this House who 
given in relief of local taxation, viz., | will deny that for years past rates have 
that portion which comes from the, been going up, but even if they were 
probate duty. It will not, I suppose, be | higher in 1836 what does it matter to 





contended that 
Ys. or 10s. a week contribute anything 
to the probate duty. The relief given by 
Exchequer contributions to Local Rating 
is given from two sources, the Probate 
Grant and the Licenses. Now the 
Licenses are levied almost entirely from 
the rich ; they are for armorial bearings, 
carriages, servants, Wc. ; but there is one | 


VOL. LXXIV. —[FourtH Ser!s.] 





poor people who get;us? The clergy who lived then are no 


longer alive, and to present incumbents 
there is only one experience, and that is 
that, owing to the fall in the value of 
titheand thecontinual increase of rates, the 
burden has become so intolerable that the 
clergy have come to this House, and 
have been perfectly right in coming to 
this House, in order to get relief. There 


3 E 
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shall refer for a few moments, and that 
is the question between town and country. 
That question was raised particularly by 
the hon. Member for Bow and Bromley, 
who I am sorry to see is not in his place. 
The hon. Member wished that London 


should be exempted from the operation of | 


the Bill, and a number of hon. Members 
on the opposite side supported him be- 
cause they knew the adoption of his 
suggestion meant the destruction of the 
Bill. It is obvious, however, that to be 
effective, relief of this kind must have 
application to the whole country. Let 
me cite the case of two millionaires who 
died in my neighbourhood during the last 
three or four years. I suppose they 
must have paid at least £200,000 to the 
country under the Death Duties, and 
their share of the Probate Duty was very 
large. It would be perfectly fair accord- 
ing to the arguments on the other 
side of the House that the Probate 
Duty should go to the identical 
villages from which it was paid. 
The effect of that would be that these 
villagers would pay no more rates for the 
rest of their lives. But that is not the 
only question. Do you think villages 
contribute nothing to the towns! My 
opinion is exactly the contrary. Ever 
ince the enormous increase of the road 


rate there has been an immense contribu- | 


tion of the villages towards the towns. 
My opinion is that the country contributes 
more to the towns than the towns to the 
country. What is the case of London ? 
Do we in the country contribute any- 
thing towards London? I submit that 
we do. 
portion of the 
£58,000 towards the parks, £54,968 
towards the police, against the £19,000 
which it is claimed that London con- 
tributes towards their relief of the clergy. 
Does the country clergyman share in the 


We pay for the parks, and a| 
Metropolitan Police ; | 


{COMMONS} 


is only one other objection to which I{ a year. 
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I believe the London rates are 
about seven shillings in the £, and 
surely one-seventh of a penny out of 
eighty-four pence is not excessive as a 
contribution towards the act of justice 
which we are trying to effect. I wish 
just to say one or two words with refer- 
ence to what fell from the right hon, 
| Gentleman the Member for Wolverhamp- 
ton (Sir Henry Fowler), and to quote a 
very pregnant sentence from the speech 
of the right hon. gentleman on the Second 
Reading of this Bill. He was speaking on 
the urban rates and the Royal Commis- 
sion, and he said : 





“Tsay their first duty is to deal with the 
task entrusted to them, which is to suggest a 
remedy for the grievances under which all 
property holders labour with respect to local 
taxation.” 

These are very pregnant words, and I 
hope that in future the — great 
Party opposite will live up to the 
declaration of the right hon. Gentleman, 
the Member for Wolverhampton, and en- 
deavour to so decide matters that property 
and rent will no longer be considered to be 
the measure of a man’s capacity to pay 
rates, but that rates will be spread not upon 
householders only, but upon personal 
property holders, and that thus there would 
be a great shifting of the burden. I have 
never dared to hope for it, myself; I 
think it almost past bearing that all the 
local taxation of the country should fall 
upon house and landed property, and I 
long to see the time when the right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite will bring their in- 
telligence to bear on the subject, so 
that property in dividends and shares 
shall be made to bear a portion of 
the local burdens. I support most 
heartily the Third Reading of the Bill. I 
believe it to bea measure of justice which 
will not be attended by any appreciable 
amount of injustice; I am sure that the 





cause of the clergy will benefit by the 


enjoyment of the London parks? Once, | Bill now being enacted ; and I hope that 
in a blue moon, he may bring his wife to | heated feeling which has passed over the 
to London, but he amply contributes his ; House lately will soon be forgotten and 
share towards the cost of the parks and | that we shall all feel that we have tried to 
police through his hotel bill. It is per-|do something which will bring justice to 
fectly clear that in a matter of this | a distressed class of our population. 

kind you should spread the whole of the | 


cost over the whole of England. What 
is the cost? Of the amount of aid pro- 
posed by the Bill London contributes 
only one-seventh of a penny in the £ on 
the rates, as the London assessment now 
reaches the enormous value of £40,000,000 


Colonel V. Milward. 


Mr. BIRRELL (Fifeshire, W.): The 
right hon. Member for Oxford University 
has made one of the most “sporting” 
offers to the hon. Member for Leicester 
I have ever heard. He offered to write 
his speeches for him. Whether he was 
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also willing to deliver them I did not quite | details. by the Chancellor of the Exche- 
understand. But the hon. Member for quer it is this Bill, which, in the opinion 
Leicester, being I suppose anxious to retain of a large number of people, diverts public 
his seat, did not accept the offer. But I, funds into very private uses indeed, and 
being of a milder mould, and the weather | pays off half the rates of the clergy of a 
being hot, would be only too happy to. particular Church out of the probate 
accept his offer to make, write, and deliver duty. It is a Bill which might be right 
the speech which it is necessary for me or which might be wrong, but it ought to 
to make on this occasion. There can beno be defended. But the Chancellor of the 
pleasure in taking part in Debates of this Exchequer has taken no part whatever in 
kind. The inevitable consequence of an the discussions. Rumour, always rife in 
unusually large Parliamentary majority the lobbies of this House, alleges that 
is that it robs all the steps Parliamentary | he did not like the Bill. Rumour is a 
instincts require to be taken before a Bill | lying jade. I am not prepared to believe 
becomes law, of their reality, sincerity, the rumour, and I will assume that the 
and significance, and the time-honoured | Chancellor of the Exchequer approves of 
forms of this House seem to be-_ the Bill and likes it because, although his 
come mere vehicles of obstruction. But tongue may be silent, his is the responsi- 
we were bound to remember that the bility for it, for his is the hand 
Opposition has its duties—although it; that turns the tap that fills the 
may be questionable whether nowadays clerical pail. We have had some useful 
it possesses any rights—and one of them | discussions during the progress of the 
is the duty of maintaining the forms and_ Bill, and one thing became clear during 
traditions of the House, waiting for better the course of those discussions which was 
times, which this Bill may do something to | not quite clear when we began. All 
accelerate, when the Government majority | persons are agreed that tithe rent-charge 
may not be so great as it is now and Gentle- | is rateable property. The hon. and 
men opposite may be glad the Opposition | learned Member for Stroud, the apostle of 
maintained for them the ceremonies which | rating and the high priest of assessment 
they look upon now with abhorrence and | committees, took a large part in the 
dislike. I opposed this Bill on the Third Debates until my hon. friend the Member 
Reading on the same ground as I would for Mid Glamorgan discovered that 
oppose it on the Thirtieth Reading, he had written a book on the subject, 
because it is an essentially unjust and ill- | which was in the library, and then my 
omened Bill. There was atime when there hon. and learned friend, if he will allow 
might be found, scattered up and down the quotation in all kindliness, “Curled 
this pleasant country, rate-paying and | up on the floor, And our subsequent pro- 
taxpaying persons who took no active ceedings seemed to interest him no more.” 
part in political contentions, even during , Tithe rent-charge is rateable property, 
the turmoil of general elections, not greatly and directly that.is admitted away goes 
caring for the success of the “ins” or the | the argument of the clergy that they are 
“outs”; and most of us in our hours of rated on professional incomes. It is ad- 
langour, when the wheels of life run slow, | mitted that professional incomes are not 
have felt a sneaking sympathy with those rateable property, and there is no proposal 
gentle spirits who, if accused of unpatriotic | to make professional incomes rateable 
indifference, were able to allege, and, property. Therefore tithe rent-charge is 
allege truthfully, that in the past, at all rateable property, whether in the hands of 
events, whichever Party succeeded in a lay impropriator or in the hands of a 
clutching the golden keys, there was one | clerical holder of a living. I am quite 
key on the bunch which would never be able to appreciate the difference between 
basely turned to party purposes—the key tithe rent-charge in the hands of a lay im- 
of the National Exchequer. They could) propriator and the net  rent-charge 
always rely that whichever Party occu-| which remains in the hands of the 
pied the Treasury bench it would supply clergyman compelled to discharge the 
a Chancellor of the Exchequer who would | duties of the parish to which he is 
regard himself as the trusted guardian of | attached and to see that public 
public funds, and would never con-' worship and the rites of the Church are 
sent to allow himself to become the mere | properly performed there. But that is 
party paymaster of greedy and mercenary | not a question of rating, but of the mode 
forces. If ever there was a Bill which | of assessment, and the mode of assessment. 
required to be defended in principle and | depends on the circumstances, not of the 
3 E 2 
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clergy as a body, but on the circumstances 
of each particular case, and demands 
and requires that each particular | 
case shall be considered on its own 
merits. Therefore there was no general 
injustice in rating the clergy in the} 
way they are rated now. The very 
highest way it is possible to put it is that 
in particular cases, after particular inquiry 
it might be that good sense and good 
judgment would suggest that certain | 
deductions should be allowed. Putting 
myself in the position of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite seeking to support this Bill as 
they best can, I would ask them whether 
they can really put the case of the clergy 
higher than this : that at the most some of | 
the clergy ought to be permitted, under a 
proper equitable mode of assessment, to 
make certain deductions from their tithe | 
rent-charge. But this Bill does not pre- | 
tend to do anything of the kind. It does | 
not alter the law of rating or the mode of | 
assessment, or permit a single clergyman 
to make legitimate deductions. It simply | 
dips its hand into the purse of the National | 
Exchequer and takes £87,000 out and | 
gives it to the clergy, tota'ly irre- 
spective of whether any of them are 
entitled to make a just claim on which 
the whole case for the Bill rests. The | 


Bill is doubly unjust—it is unjust to the | 


clergy, because it divides the money | 
among them independently of _ their | 
moral claim to make deductions. | 


It is also grossly unfair to the country, | 
because it will not be pretended that this | 
£87,000 is not a larger sum than would | 
be required to make up anything the 
rates may lose if the deductions of which | 
I have spoken are made. Therefore I will 
ask whether this mode of dealing with the | 
question is not one of gross injustice both | 
to the clergy, whose interests the Govern- | 
ment seeks to serve, and the interests of | 
the country, which they are bound to | 
protect? I cannot myself agree that | 
these deductions are right and proper to | 
be made, because I cannot forget that for 
sixty years the courts of law and justice | 
have decided that they cannot be per- | 
mitted. The difficulty of making these 
deductions in particular cases is very 
great, and there is not a single gentle- 
man alive who has not accepted his 
living on the condition that these deduc- 
tions were not likely to be allowed. 
However that may be, I submit they have 
not made out a single case to justify the 
appropriation of this sum of money to 


Mr. Birrell. 


{COMMONS} 


jalleviate the distress, or rather the in- 


| elsewhere. 


|should be 
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justice which they insist upon. However, 
I suppose we must soon part with this 
Bill, and it will go and seek its fortunes 
I must say that to anyone 
who loves irony and delights in an 
ironical situation more than justice, there 
is something peculiarly charming in the 
spectacle of a council of lay impropriators 
of men holding the greatest tithes 
which once, at all events, were devoted to 
religious and charitable purposes—meet- 
ing in solemn conclave to consider— 
what? How best to relieve the necessities 
of the holders of the small tithes which are 
still devoted to religious purposes—at the 
expense of the public exchequer. There 
is where the weak point comes in. At 
the expense of the public exchequer! 
How many times during the last twenty 
years have I not read in the truth-loving 
columns of the Guardian newspaper—an 
organ of opinion for which I have the pro- 


/foundest and most sincere respect—the 


complaint that if only the lay impropria- 
tors would tax themselves voluntarily 
at one half the amount at which the poor 


clerical holders of the small tithes do for 
‘church purposes, it would not be neces- 


sary for the Church of England 
to make these annua! raids upon 
the public exchequer, but she would 


be able both to pay her own clergy 
and to maintain her own schools. I ven- 
ture to make these remarks here, because 
I doubt very much whether they will be 
made elsewhere. The point I am 
really desirous of making is that I do 
think it is a public scandal and a constitu- 
tional wrong that a measure of this sort 
sent from beginning to 
end through Parliament sw) silentio by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. ; 


Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens) : It 
has been suggested on the other side of 
the House that we on this side have 
entered into a conspiracy of silence be- 
cause we cannot justify our support of 


this Bill. Under those circumstances 
I do not feel inclined to give 


| 


a silent vote. I have voted for this Bill 
all through with a light heart and a clear 
conscience. I most cordially support the 
measure, and in doing so I have not dis- 
covered the slightest strain on my alle- 
giance to Her Majesty’s Government or 
'to the party to which I belong. My 
| chief objection to the Bill is that it does 
not go far enough. On the ground of 
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justice we ought to relieve the clerical 
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colliery proprietor or the owner of 


tithe-owner not only of half his rates, but house-rent, the amount of the rent is a 


of the whole. 
it shortly, on two grounds. In the first 
place, on its merits ; and, secondly, be- 
cause it seems to me that it is a Bill 
to which the present Government and the 
Unionist Party are committed by their 
previous acts, statements, and measures 
which have been passed. They are com- 
mitted to it by the Report of the Royal 
Commission on Rating (which they them- 
selves appointed), and they are com- 


mitted to it by the precedent of the Agri- | 


cultural Rating Act of 1896. This Bill is 
asimple and necessary act of justice. I 
have listened to nearly the whole of these 
Debates, and I am bound to say that most 
of the speeches and criticisms directed 
against the measure have been very largely 
animated by party feeling; they have con- 
tained 2 maximum of party feeling with 
a minimum of solid argument. Hon. 
Members have argued from all sorts of 
premisses ; it 1s difficult to criticise any 
two arguments together. What is it that 
this Bill proposes to do? It proposes to 
relieve the tithe-rent charge attached to a 
benefice of half its rates. What is the 
simple reason for that ? That there is no 
other property rated in the same way ; 
and therefore it is unfair to rate this in 
that way. It is not a question of the 
gross Or net income ; it is not a question 
of rating the incomes at al]. What is the 
fact ! The clerical tithe-owner is taxed 
on his income like everybody else, whether 
it is a tithe rent-charge income or an 
income from other sources ; he is rated on 
his dwelling like everybody else, but he 
is also rated on nis tithe rent-charge like 


nobody else. On that ground, when it is 


established—and I venture to say it is 
established —logically the whole of that 


unfair burden ought to be removed. Have 
any hon. Members opposite brought for- 
ward a single analogous case in which in- 
comes are rated in the same way? The hon. 
Member for Carnarvon delivered an elo- 
quent but violent party speech on the 
Second Reading, and made the only 
attempt I have heard to cite some ana- 
logous cases. The instances he cited were 
the income of a colliery proprietor and 
the income received by a house pro- 


I support this Bill, to put | question of private bargaining between the 


‘lessor and lessee, in which the rates are 
‘taken into account. In the case of tithe, 
‘the rates cannot possibly be taken into 
account, because it is not a question of 
private contract. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
District) : I do not think I said they were 
rated on their income. I said they were 

,very often rated on more than their 
| income. 

Mr. SETON-KARR: I do not quite 
follow the interruption. I think the hon. 
Member said the owners of house pro- 
perty and collieries were rated on their 
incomes. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: On more 
than their income. 
Mr. SETON-KARR: On more than 


their income. Of course, they are rated 
on the assessment of their property. The 
clerical tithe owner is also rated on his 
‘dwelling, quite apart from the tithe. The 
point Iam endeavouring to make is that in 
the one case it is a question of private con- 
tract, and in the other it is not. Here is 
where the shoe pinches. Rates are in the 
habit of going up. In the one case the 
rent may go up, but in the other case the 
net income of the clerical tithe-owner goes 
down. Let me state my reasons why, as 
a borough Member and a supporter of 
Her Majesty’s Government, I am entirely 
in favour of this Bill. Whence does the 
opposition to this Bill come? In the first 
place, there is the opposition of my right 
hon. friend the Member for Bodmin. I 
listened to his speech on the Second 
Reading with very great interest. But 
we ordinary Members cannot but be 
influenced by the thought that my right 
hon. friend is the “candid friend” of the 
Unionist Government, and his standard of 
legislative excellence is so high that it is 
almost impossible to conceive any measure 
which would receive the stamp of his ap- 
proval. I shall, therefore, criticise with the 
utmost diffidence one argument which my 
right hon. friend pressed upon the House. 
I think the argument that he pressed 
with the greatest force may be sum- 
marised in three words—priority of title. 


prietor from small houses which he owned, .I think I am putting the case in its 


and the hon. Member said they were ana- 
logous cases in which the holders were 
rated on their incomes. I submit that 


outline when I say that the argument 
was that the tithe rent-charge is prior to 
the ownership of the land, and therefore 


there is absolutely no analogy at all. For under no circumstances can it be inter-; 


this simple reason; in the case of the 


‘fered with—in other words, that what 





{COMMONS} (Rates) Bill. 1420 
Wales. But the rateable capacity of 


1419 Tithe Rent-Charge 


has been going on for three centuries can- 
not be altered now. The consideration| England and Wales is quoted at 
a; once oceurred to me that the rates are | £172,000,000. £87,000 spread over that 
not a fixed quantity. If the rates were | means jd. in the £. I ask the House 
the same now as they were three | inall seriousness, Do those figures justify 
centuries ago, I could see some force| the heroic language of the Member for 
in the argument, but rates are con-| Stockport? Take a £25 householder. 
stantly going up. The owner of tithe|In that case he has to pay towards the 
who had a certain income many years | relief given by this Bill the large sum of 
ago has not the same income now—for | 3d. a year. ‘The burden is inappreciable. 
one reason, because the rates are con-|So strongly do I feel that this Bill is a 
stantly going up to meet the advance of | just Bill, that even though the burden 
civilisation. 'were appreciable, I still would heartily 
| vote for it ; but as the burden is inappre- 

AN HON. MEMBER: The rates have | ciable, it does not in any way justify the 
gone down. | language which has been used. The hon. 
| Member went further, and said that the 

Mr. SETON-KARR: I contend that} borough supporters of Her Majesty’s 
rates generally go up. At all events,| Government were not prepared to go 
they vary, they are not a fixed quantity. | down and justify this Bill in the face of 
My argument is that if the rates were a| their constituents. I do not know by 
fixed quantity there would be some! what right my hon. friend arrogated to 
ground for the argument of antiquity or | himself the right to speak for the 
priority of title. But the rates vary ;| boroughs of the country. He represents 
they may go up, and they have gone up ;| but half a borough; I represent a 
in some cases possibly they have gone| whole one, but I do not propose to 
down. What was fair and right three | speak of anyone other than myself. 
centuries ago is not, necessarily, right I voted for the Agricultural Rates Bill. 
now. We want to see the incidence and|I have supported this Bill in all its 
burden of rating so equally distributed | stages, and intend to vote for the Third 
that they are shared as well by personal | Reading. I have not received from a 
property as by real property, and I sub-| single constituent a single line of re- 
mit that this Bill is founded on that! monstrance of any sort or kind. I can 
great principle. I desire to allude to the | only say that I am quite ready to go 





position of my hon. friend the Member | 
for Stockport. He opposed this Bill in 


down to my constituents and justify my 
| vote on any occasion and on any platform. 


a somewhat violent speech, in which he | The position of hon. Members opposite in 


said that it was unfair to the boroughs 


| opposing this Bill has been already dealt 





and the urban districts. He went even| with. They are all agreed that this Bill 
further, and used stronger language, say-| is a godsend to them. There are many 
ing that this Bill betrayed the interests of | Members opposite whose fixed and deter- 
je — of 4 country. In yey let me roma cd is to disestablish “gherd 
ry rn ri i eage sg” a gs 1 - ey = pal es nisin . wt . 

y hon. friend did not give any figures, | It is only natural that those Members 
but I propose very shortly to quote some | should oppose the Bill ; it recognises the 
agate “4 oe In vpriern —_ a oi ype of = even clergy in 

e said that the interests of the boroughs | the funds of our national Church. Lan- 
had been sacrificed to the interests of the | guage has been carried so far as to 
counties. Under this Bill we are taking | describe this Bill as a piece of class legis- 
£87,000 out of the Local Taxation Fund | lation, a dole to the clergy; or, as one 
to relieve the clerical tithe owner. That | hon. Member said, the squire and parson 
means to the clerical tithe owner about | have combined to rob the poor ratepayer. 
£8 per head. Under the ingenious and | We can liberally discount that language ; 
wise provision of the Bill, what does it | we know exactly what it is worth. But 
mean to the general body of ratepayers ? | why do not hon. Members opposite go 
I admit at once that it means, in the first | and use the same words in the constitu- 
place, that £87,000 is taken away from | encies? I am glad to think there is at 
the Local Taxation Grant, which would | least one consistent Member of the Oppo- 
otherwise go to the relief of the rates | sition who is opposing this Bill, and that 
of. the ratepayers of England and/is the hon. Member for Northampton. 

| 


Mr. Seton-Karr. 
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During the last forty-eight hours he has 
been to his constituents and told them 
that the Unionist Government takes every 
opportunity of utilising the funds of the 
Exchequer in order to bribe and corrupt 
its supporters. That is only consistent 
with what the hon. Member said in this 
House. But during the last eighteen 
months three elections have taken place 
—there may have been more—in which 
the supporters of the Liberal candidates 
have issued pamphlets and leaflets solicit- 
ing votes on the ground that this Bill is a 
good Bill, and required by the clergy. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Not this Bill. 


Mr. SETON-KARR: No; something 
more than this Bill. Voters were asked 
to support the Liberal candidate on the 
ground that the clergy could not trust 
the Unionist Government. The Leader 
of the House quoted one of those leaflets 
on the Second Reading of the Bill, and if 
the statement therein contained is not 
a suggestion that if the clergy wanted 
the rates on their tithes reduced they 


must vote for the Liberal candidate, I do | 


not know what it is. One thing is said in 


this House, but another thing in the con- | 
stituencies. We have all heard of the | 


advice of the unscrupulous City man to 
his son, **Get money, honestly if you 
can, but get it.” I should like to para- 


phrase that, and say that hon. Members | 


opposite seem to go on the principle, 
“(Get votes, honestly if you can, but get 
them.” 
that Her Majesty’s Government have 
brought in this Bill. I am glad that they 
are doing something for some of their 
friends and supporters. The Unionist 
Government have promoted legislation in 
the past which has had a chastening effect 
upon some of their supporters. There 
are Irish landlords and English employers 
of labour on this side of the House who 
can bear testimony to that fact. Chas- 
tisement and contradiction is, indeed, good 
for us all; but the old Adam will some- 
times prevail, and I do most heartily con- 
gratulate Her Majesty’s Government on 
bringing in a Bill which I look upon as a 
simple act of justice, and which also will 
do something to help some of their sup- 
porters. 


*Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) : I 
think we probably have the real reason 


{20 Juty 1899} 


I am glad for another reason | 
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| for the support of this Bill at the conclu- 


sion of my hon. friend’s speech. We 
listened not an hour ago to the somewhat 
plaintive thanks which were tendered by 
the hon. Member for Oxford University 
on behalf of his clerical friends for this 
small contribution towards their relief, 
and he went on to point out that the 
Government are worthy of praise because 
they have introduced a measure which he 
stated was most unpopular in the country. 
While it is perfectly true that twenty 
speeches have been delivered from the 
opposite benches in support of this mea- 
'sure, very few of those speeches have 
been by a Member for a large democratic 
urban constituency. Substantially it is 
true that the support of this measure has 
‘come from the rural and not from the 
urban districts. I admit at once that the 
Church of England is at the present 
moment devoting large sums of money, 
raised by voluntary contribution, towards 
\the purposes of the National Church. 
Our only complaint is that she will not 
carry that process just a little further, and 
provide by voluntary contributions this 
comparatively small sum for which she 
proposes to dip her hands into the publie 
purse. The Church of England has about 
1,950,000 communicants connected with 
the Establishment, out of a population in 
England of 29,000,000. If on the next 
occasion When those communicants attend 
'church they could be persuaded to give 
1s. each towards the necessities of their 
i clergy, it would be wholly unnecessary 
| for the Government to trouble Parliament 
to provide this miserable dole. May I 
point out to the House that the only plea 
which has been put with any force before 
the country in support of this measure is 
the destitute condition of a number of 
worthy clergymen ? 


Several Hon. Mempers: No! 


*Mr. PERKS: I say, put with force. 
I know some Members take a different 
view in this House, but that is not the 
round on which the Bill is defended 
1 the country. I read the clerical 
journals and the speeches of hon. Mem- 
bers who venture to defend the Bill in 
the country—and they are very few— 
| and those speeches have been based on 
the fact that theclergy are miserably off, 
that their rates have risen, that their tithes 
have fallen, and therefore, it is alleged, they 
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are entitled to this relief. 
to point out is that there are vast masses 
of the clergy, and probably the most | 
deserving, who do not come within the 
purview of this Bill at all. There are in| 
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-his country about 13,000 incumbents in | 
-he various livings, large and small, but | 


there are upwards of 6,000 clergy who 


are completely out of occupation, who have | 
no livings or clerical charges whatever. | 
That vast body of men, who certainly are 


not the least necessitous, are not brought 
within the confines of this Bill at all, and 
receive no relief whatever. 
great number of curates in this country. 
Does anybody imagine that one of the 


effects of the Bill will be to add to the! 


salary or hay improve the condition of 
curates, or lead to the employment of 
more Seraten? He must be a very san- 
guine man indeed who thinks so. Take 
again the clergy in the towns—probably 
the most hard-working of the clergy, the 
men with the largest congregations, who 
do the most effective social and moral 
work. How are those men supported ? 
They are supported not by tithes, but 
mainly by the contributions of their con- 
gregation, the offertories and pew-rents. 
These men will derive no benefit, or very 
little in very exceptional cases, from this 
Bill. The main relief will go to the clergy 
in the rural districts and in the small 
towns of the country; it will be 
given to the rich and poor alike. The 
man who is_ receiving 
year will get it equally with the man who 
is receiving only £200 a year, simply he- 
eause the House refused to adopt the 
sliding scale which was proposed. — It 
would he a great convenience if the 
Government, when introducing a_ Bill 
which it is intended shall not be altered, 
would state so in plain language ; that 
would be a far more honest course than 
for us to be invited to put upon 
the Notice-Paper Amendments when 
the Government from the outset have 
decided that they will not allow a single 
alteration in the Bill. I cannot help 
thinking that one of the effects of this 
Bill on the Anglican Church will be the 
same as was produced by the gift to vol- 
untary schools. The subscriptions to 
voluntary schools have fallen away. That 


is the complaint made in all directions by | 


the diocesan authorities and by the 
administrators of the funds of the| 
Anglican Church in reference to voluntary 
schools. 


Mi, Perks. 


{COMMONS} 
What I want | 


Pass to the | 


£1,000 a/! 
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voted by Parliament out of the public 
purse for the assistance of the clergy 
that the voluntary contributions of the 
| Anglican Church will be maintained at the 
present level? No such result can be 
expected. The Church of England will 
probably lose much more in the f faliing 
away of her voluntary contributions than 
she will derive from this small but most 
offensive grant from the State. Since 
this Bill was in Committee I have had 
the opportunity of seeing a number of 
/my constituents in Lincolnshire on one of 
those festive occasions, a great agricultu- 
ral show, and I was surrounded by robust 
representatives of agricultural depression 
—farmers of Lincolnshire, who wanted 
to know how this Bill would affect them. 
I told them they ought to be thank- 
ful, being supporters of Her Majesty’s 
Government, to be permitted in some 
small degree to contribute still more 
to the maintenance of the clergy 
of their various parishes. But, said one 
farmer to me, “the clergyman in ow 
parish will get very small relief. He is 
spending much more than he will get in 
keeping candles lighted all day long in 
the parish church of our parish, and I do 

not think that that is the sort of man 
I should be disposed to assist out of 
public funds.” I agreed with him, and | 
trust that this Bill may have some effect 
upon his vote at the next election. I do 
not agree with the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the University of Oxford, 
that the Church of England clergy are 
not an influential class in the country. [| 
rather agree with the late Mr. Bright, 
who said they were the registration 
agents of the Tory Party, and the most 
powerful electioneering supporters of that 
patty. Looking at the question from 
that point of view, I am not at all sur- 
prised that the Member for St. Helens 
stated plainly, frankly—rather brutally, | 
thought—that he thanks the Government 
because they are looking after thei 
friends. That was not quite an original 
remark, because it was made a few 
months ago by a noble Lord who took 
occasion to sever himself from the Tory 
Party, speaking to a very large Tory 
constituency in the West End of London, 
where he plainly stated that he thought 
it was the duty of the Tory Party when 
in office to look after their friends. The 
clergy have made their bargain; they 

| took these livings knowing precisely the 


Is it likely if £87,000 a year is | conditions under which they took them. 
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and it is totally unjust that they should 
now be assisted in the manner proposed 
in this Bill. What should we think if 
we were told that the Legislatures of 


{20 JuLy 1899} 


|South Molton cited the case 


| 


| 
| 


either the German Empire or the French | 


Republic were engaged in subsidising 
the clerical parties of those great 
countries 4 


for the last few weeks. I was reading the 
other day a very powerful speech by the 
Archbishop of Dublin, Lord Plunkett, in 


which, speaking of the Disestablishment | 


of the Irish Church and the wonderful 
effect it had upon the evangelistic power 
and religious force in the country, he con- 


gratulated himself that they were not | 
dependent at the time he was speaking | 


upon tithes in Ireland and upon charges 
arising from the land. He said that if 
the Irish Church had had to be disestab- 
lished at a later epoch in its history it 
would have met with far more opposition 
and obloquy, and would have been com- 
pelled to endure the most cruel straits, 
trom which they were relieved by having 
the connection with the State. 
[cannot but feel that this measure will 
increase enormously the unpopularity of 
the clergy in the rural districts. I do 
not profess to belong to the Church of 


severed 


England —I belong to a voluntary 
church; I have not the — smallest 


antipathy to the Church of England as a 
religious institution. At the same time 
I feel that the influence of the clergy, 
who can have it thrown in their teeth by 
their parishioners that by availing them- 
selves of this Act they have come upon 
the rates, will be materially reduced. I 
trust there are in the Church of England 
to-day many clergy, honourable, godly, 
intelligent men, who are anxious to 
increase their influence, who, notwith- 
standing the offer which is here made to 
them by Her Majesty’s Government, will 
have the courage and the manliness to 
refuse to become pensioners of the State 
through the medium of this Bill. 


*Mr.WANKLYN (Bradford, Central) : I 
accept at once the challenge of the hon. 
Member that the Representative of a great 
democratic constituency should rise and | 
state his reasons for supporting the Bill. 
Before giving those reasons I should like | 
to say a word with regard to the point | 
that the clergymen in receipt of the, 


largest incomes would receive the | 


) 


Yet that is precisely the) 
work in which we, in this country, at this | 
period of the century, have been engaged | 
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The hon. Member for 
of Hat- 
field. It is common knowledge that 
the rector of Hatfield, the son of the 
Prime Minister, has working with him five, 
if not six, curates, and he expends about 
double the annual value of his living on 
his parish. That is no isolated case. It 
might be stated as a general proposition 
that where there is a large stipend the 
duties and the calls are large in propor- 
tion. The hon. Member opposite has 
cited a friendly agriculturist who was 
opposed to this Bill. I can pit against 
his agriculturist a friend of mine, who 
received a letter a few days ago in which 
the argument was thus summed up by a 
small farmer : 


greatest benefit. 


“T be a Congregationalist myself, but I don't 
hold with this raking up of bitter feeling. You 
has a grievance ; why shouldn't we help you 


| out of it ?’ 


I think we shall find that feeling very 


general amongst Congregationalists, cer- 
tainly in the North of England where 


they love justice and fairplay. As to 
my reasons as a North of England 
borough Member for supporting this 
Bill, | can say that I enter upon this 
Debate without prejudice. [ am not 
only a Member for an industrial com- 
munity, I am also a Liberal Unionist 
Member. [ am not a member of the Church 
Party, as I do not believe in govern 
ment by groups, and I am no_ blind 
partisan of any Ministry. I have ven- 
tured, more than once to vote against my 
own Government, and upon one occasion 
I positively went so far as to issue a whip 
against them. I ean therefore speak 
without prejudice. | Why are we sup- 
porting this Bill? Because it is a 
measure of obvious justice. I confess for 
myself I knew little about the question of 
title rent-charge before the introduction of 
this measure, but I felt it my duty te 
study the Report of the Royal Commis 
sioners—a body of experts. I have read 
and studied that Report carefully, and 
have come te the same conclusion, as an 
unprejudiced person, that the unprejudiced 
persons on the Commission came to. Sir 
John Hibbert, Sir Edward Hamilton, Sir 
G. H. Murray, the Town Clerk of Liver- 
pool, and the Town Clerk of Birmingham 
are certainly unprejudiced persons, and 
what do they say? That the burden of 
local taxation on the rural clergy is un- 
duly onerous. I submit to the unpreju- 
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diced persons of this country that they 
will do well to be advised by such experts 
as these. 
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House. Particular objection is taken to 
its introduction under the Ten-minutes’ 
rule. J understand that only non- 
controversial measures are introduced 
under that rule. I claim, in all honesty, 
that this is a non-controversial Bill. At 
the close of the Second Reading Debate 
on this Bill the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury read to the House a circular officially 
issued by the Radical Party at the 
time of the East Herts bye-election last 
year. A facsimile of the cireular had 
also been issued at the East Berks election, 
and a similar circular had been issued by 
the very much-respected Member for 
Mid-Norfolk at the time of the South 
Norfolk election. I have inquired into 
the origin of these circulars, and I find 
that the cases which I have mentioned 
are not isolated, but that similar circulars 
have been issued from an office not very 
far from this House to Radical agents in 
the rural districts throughout the country. 
I maintain that these circulars were part 
of a settled policy. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite denounced us last year for 
neglecting this grievance. How can 
they come forward this year and denounce 
us for remedying it? With those cireu- 
lars within their knowledge the Govern- 
ment were entitled to consider that this 
would be a non-party question. When such 
distinguished lawyers as my hon. and 
learned friend below me and the hon. and 
learned Member for West Fife differ on 
the subject it is not for me to enter into the 
very abstruse question of rating. But the 
plain man in the country will be be- 
wildered when he reads these circulars. 
He will say, “Here is Her Majesty’s 
Opposition one year setting out that 
this is a very real grievance, and describ- 
ing its remedy as an obvious measure of 
justice, and now they obstruct the 
remedy.” I can suggest to the plain 
man that Her Majesty's Opposition 
think they see an opportunity of dealing 
a blow at the Church, which at the 
moment is suffering in popular esteem by 
the extravagance of a few foolish persons. 
In no other way can the large attendance 
of Members during these debates, or the 
all-night sitting, be accounted for. The 
‘question before us has not been the 
remedy of this grievance, 
admitted by both sides. 
Mr. Wanklyn. 


{COMMONS} 


The objection is raised that | 
the measure has been rushed through the 


which is} 
The real issue 
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tis the disendowment and _ disestablish- 
| ment of the Church of England as a plank 
in the platform of the party opposite for 
the next general election. We thank 
them for the warning they have given us, 
and wewill very gladly join issue with them 
on the subject. Before I sit down I must 
express as a humble Member of the 
Liberal Unionist Party my regret that 
the right hon. Gentlemen, the Member for 
Bodmin, of whom all of us must speak 
with respect, threw in his lot with the 
party of disendowment and h 
ment. The right hon. Gentleman has 
referred to the period previous to 1886. 
Was disendowment and disestablishment 
a plank of the Liberal party then? I have 
the honour to represent the constituency 
of the late Mr. W. E. Forster, and to i 
dying day he stated publicly and privately 
that he would never be a party to any 
measure of attack on the Church of 
England, direct or indirect. I refer, of 
course, to the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bodmin with all respect, 
but I do ask what right has he to speak 
for the Liberal Unionist Party? Who 
set him upas a ruler over us! I have 
attended many Liberal Unionist meetings 
since I had the honour of being enrolled 
in this party, and I never met the 
right hon. Gentleman at any one of them. 
So far as I know he has no official connec- 
tion with the party and no official right 
to speak for it. As I understand matters 
it was not, as the right hon. Gentleman 
suggests, on the question of the union bee 
tween England and Ireland only that the 
Liberal Unionist Party was formed. 
There were many of us who foresaw the 
attack on the Church, which is being 
commenced now. We came _ together, 
most of us I believe, not only on the 
question of the union between England 
and Ireland, but also on the question of 
the union between Church and State, the 
union between Great Britain and her 
Colonies, and on that greatest question of 
all the union between class and class. The 
right hon. Gentleman may, I think, be 
described with all respect as a one-man 
party. I suppose there is not room 
on this side of the House for two one- 
man parties, and therefore another hon. 
Gentleman who objected to this Bill took 
himself elsewhere. I can only describe 
the hon. Gentlemen for Stockport as a 
‘man with one idea, because the whole 
burden of his speech on the Second 
Reading was that this party came into 
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office on the question of the social allevia- | 


tion of the poor. At this moment we 
have under discussion the Food and 
Drugs Bill and the Small Houses Bill. 
Do they not mean anything to Stockport ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the hon. 
Gentleman to confine himself to the 
question before the House. 


*Mr. WANKLYN: I bow to your 
ruling, Mr. Speaker, and I will only say 
that L fail to understand the hon, Gentle- 
man’s own argument, because at this 
moment these two other measures are 
being carried through. He has taken 
himself to the other side, and as an advo- 
cate of child labour I hope he will be 
welcome. On the Third Reading of this 
Bill Members on this as well as on the 
other side of the House are at the bar of 
public opinion. If hon. Members take 
this Blue Book back to their constituents 
and will expound it to them, they will 
find that all plain and unprejudiced persons 
will be inclined to support the views of 
the town clerks of Liverpool and Birming- 
ham. Englishmen love justice and fair 
play, and will support us in any action we 
take in this matter. If hon. Gentlemen 
opposite take down to their constituents 
the three circulars to which I have re- 
ferred they will find it exceedingly diffi- 
cult to explain why last year this very 
proposal was a measure of obvious justice, 
while this year it is denounced in every 
term within the Parliamentary dictionary, 
and is obstructed to the end. 
hon. Gentlemen will find it very difficult 
to explain their position, and their con- 
stituents will conclude that if they are 
not to be trusted to take a straightfor- 
ward course in such a small matter as the 
removal of this grievance they cannot be 
trusted with larger measures affecting the 
welfare of the Empire and the great 
institutions of this country. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : 
Member who has just sat down has 
deprecated what he called government 


by groups in this country, but most of | 


his speech was taken up with frequent 
declarations that he was a member of 


the Liberal Unionist Party, and he pro- | 
ceeded to expound, until stopped by you, | 


Sir, the principles of that Party. Among 
those principles was the union of class 


and class, but it is a peculiar kind of | 


{20 Juty 1899} 


I think | 
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union which robs one class for the benefit 
of another. The hon. Gentleman, who 
repudiated the lead of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Bodmin, and 
preferred to follow the lead of the town 
clerks of Birmingham and _ Liverpool, 
has got some exceedingly peculiar views. 
One of them is that this measure is non- 
controversial. Here is a measure op- 
posed by the whole Opposition led by 
their official leader, and yet the hon, 
Gentleman persists in calling it non- 
controversial, and he bases that  in- 
ference on the ground that the 
agents of two or three Liberal 
candidates here and there issued some 
circulars in the course of bye-elections 
which stated that the clergy had a 
grievance in the matter of local assess- 
ment which ought to be redressed. In 
the first place, L would point out that this 
is not the measure recommended in those 
circulars at all. This is simply a dole to 
the clergy. In any event, I would point 
out that the views of one or two candi- 
dates cannot commit any party. In the 
course of the last election there were 
some Unionist candidates who advocated 
a shilling duty on corn. Surely that does 
not commit the whole of the Unionist 
party to that policy. In Wales the Con- 
servative candidate in a lead mining con- 
stituency recommended a duty on foreign 
lead. Surely the Unionist party were not 
committed by such silly circulars, and it 
is quite as absurd to say that the whole 
Opposition is committed to a policy of 
clergy doles because a few circulars 
were issued, probably without the know- 
ledge of the candidate at all. In the course 
of these Debates one most important 
argument in favour of this Bill has been 
absolutely abandoned. As has already 
been pointed out, it is the only argument 
which would recommend the Bill to the 
country, and that is the argument of dis- 
tress among the rural clergy. That is 


‘now repudiated most emphatically. I 
may point out that the measure was 


The hon. | 


advocated in this House in the first 
instance, not on the ground of rating 


reform, but purely on grounds of relief 


for the distressed clergy. A resolution 
was moved by the hon. Member for 
Harwich on behalf of the Church Party, 
of which he is a distinguished member, on 
the 23rd March, 1897, which stated that 
in view of the distressed condition of 


'many of the clergy whose remuneration 


was principally derived from tithe rent- 
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charge the House was of opinion that the | 
burden of local taxation was inequitable | 
and excessive, and called for substantial | 
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relief. The ground for relief was based 
entirely on the distressed condition 
of many of the clergy, and nothing 


was said about rating reform. 
also point out that the hon. Member who 
is secretary of the Church Party in this 
House sent a number of circulars to the 
clergy stating that special pains were 
taken to include all those whose incomes 
were returnable at £160 per annum and 
under. It was, therefore, altogether a 
matter of relief for the distressed clergy. 
What did the right hon. 
charge of the Bill say in Committee ? An 
Amendment was moved which would have 
the effect of confining the operation of the 


{COMMONS} 


[ would 
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A clergyman in receipt of £257 a year 
keeps two curates, and his net income 
is £51. He would receive only £13 3s. 
under the Bill. Take a similar case as 
far as income is concerned. A clergyman 
is in receipt of a net income of £244 ; he 
has not got to pay curates, there are no 


deductions, but he gets £25 under the 
Bill. If there were any principle 


rating or any proper deductions to be 
made in respect of services or the employ- 


ment of curates, the first man would get 


four times as much as the second. But 


' of course there is no principle of rating 


: involved. 
4 | 
Gentleman in 


Bill to clergymen with small incomes, and , 


to that extent would relieve clergymen 
who were ina really distressed condition, 
but the right hon. Gentleman said that 
the Amendment was directed against the 
whole principle of the Bill, and that this 
measure had nothing whatever to do with 
the relief of distress. Yet the motion 
adopted in the House of Commons was 
based entirely on the distressed condition 
of the clergy. Iam very glad, however, 


we have now got rid of the question of | 


of fact this Bill 
clergy ; the 
who are 


distress. As a matter 
will not relieve distressed 
relief goes to the clergy 


least in need of it. I will cite two 
cases given by the Church Party 
in the appendix to this Report. 


One is the case of a clergyman in receipt 
of £1,400 a year. Out of that there are 
several deductions, with the result that 
his net income is £684, and his total poor 
rate £148. Under this Bill he would 
receive £74. The other case is that of 

clergyman with £116, but he with that 
small income would only receive under 
the Bill £2 16s. ; and this is a Bill for the 
relief of the distressed clergy! At any 
rate that was the object for which it was 
originally brought in. It is really a dole 
to the clergy, and it has all the charac- 
teristics of a dole. There is no principle 
of rating underlying it. I defy any hon. 
Gentleman to point out a single under- 
lying principle. If there were a ques- 
tion of rating or deductions, then there 
might be some principle involved, but the 
only result of this measure in the form in 
which it stands is, that gentlemen who 
pay large sums of money for curates will 
get very little. Here is a case in point. 


Mr, Lloyd-George. 


The Bill is simply a dole given 
to a number of clergymen. There is 
really no ground on which this Bill can 
be defended except on the ground of 
emergency. It is said that the clergy are 
suffering very considerably in the matter 
of rating, but so are other classes, and the 
whole question is: why should clergymen 
have their grievances remedied now, in- 
stead of waiting for the Report of the 
Royal Commission, like any other section 


of the community who are. suffering 
exactly the same grievances? Why 


should not the grievances of the urban 
tradesman and manufacturer be redressed? 
No case of emergency has been made 
out. The only case of emergency would 
be the case of distress, but that has been 
abandoned. The real emergency exists 
in the case of the urban tradesman and 
manufacturer. What is the state of the 
case? Before the Tithe Commutation 
Act, land in this country bore two-thirds 
of the whole burden of local taxation, 


and houses, factories, mills, and mines 
only bore a third. What is the case at 
the present moment? Owing to the 


energy and industry of the people, rate- 
able property has been created through- 
out the country, and the rates upon land 
have gone down from an average of about 
ds. in the £1 to something like 2s., and 
so far from land bearing two-thirds of the 
burden it now only pays an eighth of the 
whole taxation. Something has been said 
about the new rates which 
civilisation has cast upon the land, but 
they amount to only 4d. in the £1 in the 
case of land, though they are 3s. 8d. in 


the £1 on dwelling-houses and factories. 


advancing 


Mr. SETON-KARR : 
authority the hon. Member 
figures ? 


May I ask what 
has for his. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The Report 
of the Local Taxation Commission, issued | 
in 1893 by the House of Commons. The | 
owner of property whose burden has been | 
lightened from two-thirds to one-eighth 
now comes to the owner of property | 
whose burden has been increased from | 
one-third to seven-eighths, and says, “You 
must relieve me again to the extent of | 
one-half.” It is said that the tithe-owner 
is rated upon his income, but the urban 
tradesman is very often rated on more | 
than his income. Take the case of the 
tradesman who paid £600 a year rent, 
£160 a year in taxes, and it was stated in 
evidence that he barely made a living. 
Yet he is rated on his income. The case 
of the urban ratepayer is much worse. 
The case of the parson is that of a gentle- 
man who has got his income assured. 
That income is a first charge upon the 
whole land of the parish. His work is 
not too hard ; he lives in very healthy | 
surroundings, and under very pleasant | 
conditions. But the tradesman works | 
from eight o'clock in the morning till 
eight, ten, and twelve o'clock at night, | 
the whole of his family assisting him. “He 
is troubled with bad seasons and bad 
debts, and he sometimes does not make 
any income at all, and yet he is rated twice 
as much, or even more, than the rural 
clergyman. Anyone who scans_ the) 
bankruptcy returns can see what a/| 
difference there is between the urban rate- | 
payer and tradesman and the parson. | 
Last year there were just sixteen clergy- 
men against whom receiving orders were | 
made, while there were 3,500 receiving 
orders against tradesmen. What does 
that mean? It means that in many cases 
the urban tradesman pays rates not only 
upon the whole of his income, but pays 
rates when he makes no income at all, 
and yet he is called upon to bear half the 
burden of these clergymen, whose average | 
income is £450 throughout the kingdom. | 
I do not think any case has been made | 
out for this Bill. Quite the reverse. It 
is one of the worst Bills ever introduced | 
into this House. It is a clear case of class | 
legislation. It is what is known in! 
bankruptcy as a “fraudulent preference,” | 
a preference of one class of creditor | 


against another, and I submit, Mr. 
Speaker, that the House of Commons, | 


even at this last moment, ought to recon- 
sider their decision and throw out the 


Bill. 
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Magor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I must 
congratulate the Government upon having 
reached this stage of the Bill, but I am 


' bound to say that neither my constituents 


nor myself have any enthusiastic admira- 
tion for the tactics which have chosen the 
present time for the introduction of the 
measure. I have the honour to hold a 
rather precarious seat for my Party, and I 
fail to understand why the Government 


‘should have introduced this Bill within 
| what has been called “the zone of a 


general election.” I am surprised that 
the Government did not deal with the 
question three years ago when the Agri- 
cultural Rating Bill was before the House. 
As they let that opportunity pass, I 
cannot understand why the Government 
should not have waited until the full 
of the Royal Commission had 
heen presented. Right hon. Gentlemen 
the Members of the Government know 
their own business best, I suppose ; but I 
doubt whether the game is worth the 
candle or whether the result will be 
equal to the expenditure. But as things 
are, from my knowledge of public feeling 
with regard to the Bill, I would say that 
if an election were contested on the sub- 
ject in my part of the country, a good 
many of my friends and myself w ould be 
“food for powder.” I have often heard 
of throwing a sprat to catch a whale, but 
I do not think that a committee of experts 
would ever have recommended the throw- 
ing of a whale to catch asprat. Probably 
the Government know best. I do not set 
myself down as an expert in political 
meteorology. Iam only an agricultural 
Member, whose ideas are not supposed to 
soar above prices of wheat or the statistics 


of swine fever, and therefore I hope the 


Government may be right and that I may 
be wrong. All T ean do i is to say that as 


‘far as Tam concerned I have done my 


duty. I have followed them loyally 
into the Lobby in nearly every Division, 
because I believe in the principle of the 
measure, whatever I may think of its 
timeliness. I congratulate them on their 
courage, and I have only to hope that 
upon this point the Government will prove 
to be right and meet with the reward they 
deserve. 


Sir. H. ee ae L-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : imagine it will be 
the general wish Pe the House, assisted 
by the state of the thermometer, that 


‘the Debate should not be continued to 
| 
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any unreasonable length. I am conscious 
of the fact that I have already more than 
once had the opportunity of speaking to 
the House on this subject. But there are 
a few words I may say still. We have 
now arrived at the last stage in the 
career of this Bill. My hon. and gallant 
friend who has just sat down has given 
it what I suppose he would consider his 
parting blessing. I rise for a similar pur- 
pose. I donot know that there’ will be 
very much difference in the end, in the 
effect of my blessing and that of my 
hon. and gallant friend. But the first 
thing I feel compelled to do by the 
impression that has been made upon me 
by the discussions on this Bill is to 
acknowledge the great ability, dexterity, 
and adroitness with which the Minister 
for Agriculture has conducted the proceed- 
ings in regard to the measure. He has 
had a_ difficult task to perform. 
The case for the Bill was not an altogether 
easy one to sustain, and the right hon. 
Gentleman was, to our great surprise, left 
almost alone in the execution of his task. 
Until the Leader of the House came in 
just now he was sitting between the 
Solicitor-General and the Chancellor of 


the Exchequer, who, like Aaron and Hur | 


in the case of Moses, should have been 
always ready to uphold his hands. But, 
although the Solicitor-General, than whom 
there is no one better qualified for making 
a doubtful case appear a good one, and 
whose name is on the back of this Bill, 
has sat a good deal in the House during 
our discussions, yet on no_ principal 
occasion, and only on some subordinate 
points, has he offered any assistance to 
the Minister for Agriculture. And this is 
a Bill which, the House will bear in mind, 
deals with taxation, with finance, and 
with money, and where was the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer until this evening during 
the whole of these proceedings? The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has not 
always been so reticent on the subject of 
this Bill, or, at any rate, on the proposal 
which the Bill embodies. He has spoken 
with great clearness and emphasis upon 
it on more than one occasion, and he was 
put forward on those occasions as the fit 
and proper mouthpiece of the Govern- 
ment. But the entire conduct of this Bill 
has been leftto the Minister for Agriculture, 
and I am bound to say he has done all 
that any man could do single-handed to 
justify the position in which he found 
himself. The most obvious and, in fact, 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 
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| the only serious reason for this measure 
| is, of course, the hardship which has come 
| upon certain of the clergy owing to the 
| great fall in the value of the tithe and to 
| theconsequent comparative pressure of the 
| local rates upon them. 
| this Parliament the first thing that Her 
| Majesty’s Government made the House 
;to do was to attempt to mitigate a 
| genuine hardship of precisely the same 
| character and arising from precisely the 
| same cause, which was bearing upon the 
| occupiers of agricultural land. On that 
| occasion the remedy was found in reliey- 
| ing them of half the local rates, and this 
relief was given blindly, without any 
distinction, without any recognition of 
local circumstances, or of those great 
| varieties which we know exist in what is 
|} known as agricultural distress. I will 
| not inquire whether the relief went to the 
farmer or to the landlord. I am afraid 
we shall always differ on that point. But 
that was not a point of much importance 
in the eyes of the Government, because 
they are accustomed to regard both those 
classes as equally their acknowledged and 
constant friends, and now they have been 
anxious, apparently before the shades of 
the Parliamentary evening fall upon us, to 
confer a corresponding boon upon another 
equally active and equally important 
class of their supporters—namely, the 
country clergymen. Accordingly, their 
rates are also to be relieved by one-half, 
equally at the cost of the public taxpayer. 
That is a plain statement of what has 
occurred. That isthe policy. It is nota 
casual or accidental policy. It is a policy 
which is deliberate and of set purpose ; 
a policy, namely, of giving pecuniary 
relief to certain favoured classes politi- 
cally useful to the party in power, who 
receive the subsidy and are expected to 
be grateful for it, while the funds to 
enable this to be done are provided in 
such a manner as to ensure that those out 
of whose pockets they come should be as 
little as possible conscious of the contri- 
bution they are making. But that fact 
does not make the contribution in the 
least degree less real or substantial. Now, 
that is the policy ; and I must say of it 
that within our recollection we have 
never seen it adopted by any Administra- 
tion in this country until the present 
Government came into office. If we dive 
into remote history, perhaps, we should 





find cases of it, but few, if any, in which 
it has been done in so unblushing a. 
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manner as here ; and the worst of it is we | has been proved over and over again that 
have no security that the chapter is yet | all the parson is entitled to by law, by 
closed. The special friends of the Govern-| prescription, by theory, by immemorial 


ment are not yet exhausted. 
be more to come. 
solid supporters than the licensed vendors 
of intoxicating liquor. Well, these gentle- 
men also could make a terrible case 
against the rates they have to pay. They 
are, most of them, in towns where nothing 
has been done to modify or to relieve the 
burden of rates in any degree. And 
then, before you come to the rates, they 
groan under the necessity of paying for 
licences, which of itself ought to appeal 
for sympathy to so soft-hearted a Govern- 
ment as this. But, leaving these specula- 
tions as to the future, let us consider 
what has happened with regard to these 
two cases which I have named. I leave 
out of consideration the question of the 
Church Schools Act, which gave a sub- 
vention to the denominational schools, 
because that was mixed up with other 
matters and is not precisely similar. But 
I note this fact, that when the farmers’ 
grievance was in question, when the 
farmer was the principal person on the 
stage, with the landlord executing a sort of 


iatow dance behind him, in those days 


hat the appeal was made to us on the 
pure ground of the distressful nature of 
his condition, owing to the fall in prices, 
to bad seasons, and keen competition, and 
it was on those grounds that he received 
relief. But when we come to the clergy, 
although the ground of the claim is, as I 
have said, precisely similar, and arises 
from precisely the same cause, yet I do 
not think anybody can seriously deny 
that the appeal to our kindlier feelings is 
altogether repudiated, and what is put 
forward is the grievance, the injustice, of 
the present law of rating. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill could 
hardly contain his indignation when we 
implied that merey was the keynote of 
his measure. He went on stern and 
simple justice alone. But the truth is 
that the right hon. Gentleman saw, what 
has been pointed out by more than one 
speaker to-day, how unworthy and 
humiliating a thing it would be fora 
great and rich and wealthy church like 
the Church of England to come to this 
House of Parliament or to the tax- 
payer in forma pauperis. And, accord- 
ingly, this question of injustice was put 


forward. But where is the injustice? It | 





} 
there was no attempt to blink the fact | 
t! 


The right hon. | 


They have no more | of the 





iby members of 
gaged in business. 


There may | usage and practice is that which remains. 


tithe after the claim of the 
poor has been satisfied, and the rates are 
not charged, as is alleged, upon his in- 
come, but are charged upon the tithes 
before they have assumed the character of 
income. And as to the rates, the figures 
quoted by my hon. friend the Member for 
Carnarvon show conclusively that since 
the settlement of 1836, at which time the 
rates were amply allowed for, there has 
been no increase in the rates, but, on the 
contrary, an almost universal and con- 
siderable decrease. It is not the rates 
that have increased ; it is the tithes that 
have decreased, and that is the foundation 
of the whole grievance. That is the real 
hardship, but it is a hardship which is 
shared by the landowner equally with the 
tithe-owner. It is shared by all men who 
have realised property, by the fund holder, 
and even, in a large number of cases, 
the community  en- 

The Government, 


however, hold that the law of rating 
is unjust. Holding that opinion, 
‘do they amend the law? No, Sir, 


they do not amend the law ; they leave 
the law as it stands. And why? For 
this very simple reason. If they were to 
proceed to amend the law, the alteration 
in the law of rating must be made to apply 
to all tithes whether in clerical, collegiate, 
or in lay hands. The Government have 
no desire to confer a benefit upon the lay 
tithe-owner. He has done nothing for 
them. There has been and there will be 
no value received, and, therefore, they 
confine themselves to the simple bestowal 
of a gift upon their friends the clergy—a 





| gift of half their rates, which is recouped 





out of the money of the general taxpayer. 
I was amazed to hear the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Stratford-on-Avon main- 
tain at considerable length and with great 
force and evident conviction the extraor- 
dinary doctrine, with which we have been 
so troubled of late, that because a certain 
source of revenue is ear-marked for cer- 
tain purposes, therefore all the people in 
this country who do not contribute to that 
revenue contribute nothing to that parti- 
cular purpose. The hon. Member said it 
was nonsense to talk of small householders 
having anything to pay on this account, 
because it came out of the death duties. 
But, obviously, you cannot follow up 
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money 


y that has come from the 
estate duty and confine it to that 
particular origin. All taxes are paid into 
a general fund, and if this money which 
comes from the estate duty is diverted 
to the relief of the clergy, then, you may 
depend upon it, other money coming from 
other sources will be required in order to 
take the place of the money that is so 
diverted. Well, Sir, here is the triumph 
of these friends of the Church, the 
apostles of justice who sit on the Trea- 
sury Bench. The poor vicar or curate 
labouring, with altogether insufficiént 
means, with unquenchable zeal and self- 
sacrifice, and with very little praise given, 
in the slums of our great cities, gets 
nothing. We hear so much nowadays of 


the great strides that have been made by | 


the Church of England, of the spirit she 


has shown, of the extension she has given | 
She has taken up a! 


to her good work. 
place far beyond that which she occupied 
forty or fifty years ago, and to her eternal 
credit it will be remembered of her. But 
where has that been? It has been in the 
large cities, in the centres of population, 
and in these crowded places. And the 
clergymen who labour there, and to 
whose zeal she owes her new position 
in the country receive, nothing. The poor 
country parson, hardly able to maintain 
his social position, and if he has a wife 


and children perhaps barely able to keep | 


body and soul together, receives a miser- 
able mouthful. But the rich donation 
and the full relief is 
wealthy country clergyman, and it so 
happens that the wealthy country clergy- 
man is also the most important in his 
political influence. I confess that a more 
disheartening endeavour—disheartening, 
I mean, to those who wish to see the tone 


of public life maintained in this country | 
—to do kind things at other people’s ex- | 


pense, to those who are the political 
supporters of the Government, I have 
never seen. I do not wish to repeat the 
detailed arguments that we have listened 
to in the course of this Debate ; I content 
myself with this general survey. But we 
on this side of the House may reflect with 


satisfaction that we warned the Govern- | 


ment against this Bill, that we raised our 
voices against it on its first introduction, 
that we have exposed again and again its 
inconsistencies, its inequalities, its mean- 
nesses, in Committee and at other stages, 
and we have protested by our vote against 
it. But now it will pass. Let it go. Let 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 


reserved for the | 
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(it pass. We can but denounce the 
| measure as one of gross injustice, injus- 
tice as between class and class in the 
| community ; injustice as between man 
/and man among the clergy themselves, 
| and I would add that I make bold to say 
| that it will deal—nay, it has already 
| dealt—a heavy blow to the dignity, the 
| interests, and the spiritual influence of the 
| great Church in whose name it has been 
| promoted. 

THE FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
| SURY Mr. A. J. BaLrour, (Manchester, 
| E.): I agree with one observation, and, so 
| far as ] am aware, with but one observa- 
| tion, of the right hon. Gentleman who has 
| just sat down, and that is that the period 

has perhaps now arrived when the Debates 
'on this Bill may fitly be brought to a 
| termination. And I can assure the House 
that I, at all events, shall not separate ‘t 
long from the final stage of this Bill, 
Clearly, the right hon. Gentleman, as 
might have been expected from his 
previous utterances and the previous 
! utterances of others upon his side of the 
| House, regards this Bill as one of immense 
| electoral advantage to his party. They 
are never tired of explaining what an 
| excellent effect it has already had upon 
| bye-elections in the past and what an 
' excellent effect it may be expected to have 
upon general elections to come. But, Sir, 
a Bill which is thus advertised as a Bill of 
great electoral efficiency, I have observed, 
usually means a Bill which can be very 
easily and satisfactorily misrepresented 
upon public platforms by those who desire 
to turn it to political account. Certainly, 
if the speech which we have just lis- 
'tened to is a specimen of the speeches 
| which are to be delivered in the future, 
‘upon occasions to which the right hon. 
Gentleman looks forward with so much 
| satisfaction, misrepresentation, I imagine, 
can hardly reach a higher level. The 
whole point of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
‘remarks may be summed up in a few 
words. It is that this is a Bill nominally 
/and professedly brought forward in the 
interests of justice, but really and truly 
and according to the inward verity of the 
situation brought forward as a bribe to 
certain persons who are in the habit of 
_ giving political support to Her Majesty's 
| Government. That is his statement. It 
| was not merely a single statement, it was 
' the thread of the argument, or rather, I 
| should say, the thread of the insinuation 
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which ran through every phase and every 
sentence of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech. He gave usa plain statement of 
what he called the set policy of the 
Government when he described this pro- 


{20 JuLy 1899} 


posal as a simple political bonus given in | 
return for favours received and in the hope | 
'that among the country clergy we had 
chiefly chosen as the subjects of our ill- 


of favours to come from the clergy. Now, 
Sir, I think that that is not only a very 
unjust view, 
which has so little foundation that a 
person in the right hon. Gentleman’s high 
position and with his high 


the heat of the controversy which this 
Bill has aroused. He must know per- 
fectly well that men have set their hand 
and seal to the doctrine which we main- 
tain—namely, that this is an injustice 
which ought to be relieved—men who are 
wholly outside and beyond the degrading 
suspicion which the right hon. Gentleman 
is prepared to throw against every man 
on this side. Ido not quote again the 


but I think it is a view! 


character | 
ought not to have indulged in it even in| 
clergy 8,000 have less than £160 a year. 


' relieved under this 


honoured names of persons who do not | 


agree with me in politics, who certainly 
have no favours to receive in the future 
from the country clergymen as they have 
received none in the past, and who have 
set their names to the Report on which 
this Bill is founded. 
to names still further in the past, are we 
to be told that a doctrine which has been 
advocated by such menas Mr. Gladstone 
and Sir George Cornewall Lewis, 


| are 


And if we go back | 


cannot | 


be advocated by gentlemen on this side of | 
the House without throwing those gentle- | 


men open to the suspicion that they | 
are occupied in some great scheme | 
of public and Parliamentary corruption? | 
The right hon. Gentleman repudiates the | 
doctrine we have put forward, when we 
say that this Bill is not founded upon the 
amount of tithe rent-charge, but is 


| 


founded upon the inherent injustice of | 


the whole system of rating of the tithe 
rent-charge, whether tithe rent-charge be 
high or whether it be low. He says we 
should never have heard of this grievance 
if tithe rent-charge had remained high. 
When Mr. Gladstone dealt with 
matter, in words that have already been 
quoted, tithe rent-charge was not at 60 or 
70, as it is now ; it was at 103, and the 


arguments which satisfied him that this | 
was a case of injustice when the tithe | 


rent-charge was at 103 surely do not | 
lose their weight now that tithe rent- | 


this | 


| 
| 


| 


‘could be augmented. 
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attack, told us that in dealing with the 
clergy we had committed, as it were, a 
double crime—that we had, in the first 
place, selected the country clergy who do 
not require assistance, or at all events who 
do not carry on the great work of the 
1 : m 

Church, instead of the town clergy, and 


timed and almost corrupt benevolence, 
not the poor, but the rich. Well, Sir, 


the right hon. Gentleman forgot that 
about 11,000 clergy will receive re- 


lief under this Bill, and of those 11,000 


And when he talked of rich clergy who 
are to be benefited by it, | would remind 
‘him that 255 persons, and 255 persons 
alone, among the clergy who are to be 
sill have a gross in- 
come exceeding £500 a year. Yet the 
right hon. Gentleman has the courage 
to tell us that it is in order to bribe 
these 255 clergy who have more than 
£500 a year—that it is because we 
so impressed by their electoral 
capacity and their electoral influence— 
that it is to please them alone, this hand- 
ful of 255 individuals in the whole length 
and breadth of England, that we are 
bringing in this Bill. That contention is 
so preposterous that that mere statement 
of figures is enough to dispose of it. As 
to the town clergy, I associate myself 
with the right hon. Gentleman in all that 
he has said with regard to the inadequate 
means on which many of the town clergy 
are carrying on their great work in the 
centres of population, and I wish, not 
only that the stipends of those clergy 
could be increased, but that their number 
I agree with the 
right hon. Gentleman, and I wish that 
more funds could be devoted to that great 
object, though I do not suggest that a 
Church which has raised for such purposes 
seven or eight million pounds in the course 


| of one year is a Church which deserves to 


be stigmatised as lacking in public spirit 
or niggardly in action. But we grant 
that, much as the clergy in the towns de- 
mand our sympathy and our assistance, it 
is to the members of the Church of Eng- 
land and not to the House of Commons, 
or the taxpayer or the ratepayer, that 
they must appeal, and I doubt not the 


charge has fallen to 60 or 70. The right | Church will respond to that appeal. If 
Gentleman, pursuing his line of | we come to the House of Commons, it is 


3 F 


hon. 


Vou. LXXIV. [FourtH SERIEs. | 
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not to relieve the poverty of the clergy of ; made upon this Bill this House at all 


the Church, 


creased means of 


sistence may be ; 


it is not to give them in- | 
subsistence, 
desirable those increased means of sub- ! 
we come to the. House 


however 


of Commons, and we come to Parliament | 


because they, and they 


alone, 
people who have it in their power to 


are the | 


remedy a great injustice which they have | 


consciously or unconsciously done, and I 
rejoice to think that in spite of the attacks 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, C “a Josceline F itzRoy | 
Baillie, « James E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

salfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (M: anch’r | 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds) | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Beach,Rt-Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol | 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants.) 
_ Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H.F.(Middlesex) | 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

3rookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, ¢ ‘apt. KG. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavi ius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
a Fiennes 8. W. 

Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herbert 8. (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (C ‘hatham) 
Dickson- Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


| Fisher, 





The 
Noes, 117. 


AYES. 


Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. “1 Sir William H. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Kt. HnSirJ(Mane'r) 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, HonAGH (CityofLond. ) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gunter, Colonel 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Hill, SirEdwardStock (Bristol) | 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstd. ) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier,Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth | 
Jackson,Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 


House 
(Division List, No. 285.) 





Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 


events, I believe with the support of the 
|country behind it, has not shown itself 
unequal to the task which justice has 
| imposed on it. 


| Question put. 


182; 


my 


divided :— Ayes, 


Leighton, Stanley 
Lle wellyn, Evan H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Eg 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cc umming 
Maclver, David (Live rpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Malcolm, Ian 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. $. 
Penn, Jolin 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 
| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

fankin, Sir James 

tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
titehie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry S, (Limehouse) 


| Sandys, Lieut.-Col. ThomasM. 


Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrw 
Sidebottom, W illiam(Derbys.) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lances.) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.JG(Oxfd Univ.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Usborne, Thomas 

Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
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Warde, Lieut. -Col.C.E.(Kent) } 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon | 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm. | 
Wilson-Todd,Wm.H. (Yorks.) | 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) — } 

Allan. William (Gateshead) 

Allison, Robert Andrew 

Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. J. B.(Clackm.) 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir ge’ Tomlinson 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Buchanan, T homas Ryburn 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, a y Charles 
Caldwell, James 

( ameron,SirCharles(Glasgow) 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

Causton, Richard Knight 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 

Clough, Walter Owen 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Courtney,Rt. Hon. Leonard H. 

Crilly, Daniel 

Cross, — xander (Glasgow) 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, MV aughan-(Cardig’n 

Davitt, Michael 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, C aptain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Due worth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Owen Morgan 

Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 


| Fenwick, Charles 


| M‘Ghee, 
| M‘Leod, John 


| O’Brien, James F. X. 


{20 JuLy 1899} 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath } 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.S.- | 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


NOES 


Evershed, Sydney 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Eamond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. 
Hazell, Walter 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, Wm. H,( York, W.R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Johnson-Ferguson,Jabez Edw. | 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSir U 
ars Denis ” 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, SirW ilfrid(C umb'land | 
Leuty, Thomas Richinond 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

M: vealeese, Daniel 

Mac Donnell, DrMA(Queen’sC )| 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ewan, William 

Richard 


Seale 


Maddison, Fred. 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand | 


| Montagu, SirS. (Whitechapel) | 


Morley, Rt. Hon. J. (Montrose) | 
Nussey, Thomas W ‘lane 
(Cork) 
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Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr, Anstruther. 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Paulton, James Mellor 


‘Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


Pease Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Per ks, Robert W illiam 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, P atrick Joseph 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks.) 
Randell, Dav id 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
tobson, William Snowdon 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 
Spicer, Albert 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfd.( Merthyr) 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, ohnCarvell ( Notts.) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, J. H.(Middlesbrough) 
Woods, cree 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


Main Question put, and agreed to.— | highest grade of margarine, have issued 


3ill read the third time, and passed. 


| mixture, 


| tenders for large quantities of margarine 
in which they stipulate the 


SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS BILL. | mixture shall contain at least 20 per 


As amended (by the Standing Com- | cent. of butter. 


mittee), further considered. 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
3ridgeton) : Clause 8, as the House will 
remember, prohibits any persons having in | 
or selling, 
for sale, margarine which which has been 
enriched with more than 8} per cent. of 
As I pointed out yesterday, the 
Governors of the Metropolitan Asylums 
Board, and several poorhouse authorities, 
in accordance with their desire to give the 
poor inmates something which they con- 
sider more palatable and better than the and the result of 


[FouRTH SERIES. | 


their possession, 


butter. 


VOL. LXXIV. 


| 


unions. 


|of tons are distributed 
way among the inmates of the 
There 
| doubt as to adulteration. 
| Gentleman told us the other day that you 


A good many hundreds 
annually in this 
various 
can be in this case no 
The right hon. 


or exposing | could make as palatable margarine con- 


| butter 


10s. a 


3F2 


| taining not more than 5 per 
fats, but the authorities I have 
named would hardly go to the cost of 
hundredweight 
mixture if they could get as good and 
palatable an article 
cheaper and poorer grade of margarine, 


cent. of 


this 


extra for 
in the shape of 
will 


this clause 
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be to deprive these poor people of 15 of 
their 20 per cent. of butter. 
of the Amendment, which I move on be- 
half of my hon. friend the Member for 
Dundee, is to raise the limit of the 
butter fats to the same standard as is 
now allowed—namely, 30 per cent. The 
fact that boards of guardians and the 
county councils are inviting by tender 
mixtures containing 20 per cent. of butter 
fats, shows that they at least regard such 
an article as being more perfect than that 
which contains only 10 per cent. It is 
not conceivable that we have arrived at 
the end of the age of invention in this 
matter, and it is quite possible that in 
some half dozen years a more wholesome 
food may be invented, consisting of a 
mixture of a greater amount of butter 
with margarine than I now propose ; but 
such a thing will be prevented if this 
Clause 8 is not amended. Some chemists 
have already discovered a method of 
propagating the microbe which gives off 
the butter acids in a particular emulsion, 
and there is no reason why _ those 
chemists should not succeed in making 
butter by a purely scientific profess. 


Sale of Food 


Amendment proposed 


“In page 5, line 17. to leave out the word 


‘ten, and insert the word ‘thirty’ —(Si7 | 


Charles Camevron\—instead thereof.” 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘ten’ stand part of the Bill.” 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE 


30ARD | 


oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, West | 


| appears to have misunderstood the poiit 


Derby): I hope the House will not accept 
the Amendment, for reasons very much 


the same as I gave yesterday dealing | 


with the justification of the clause 
whole. Beyond those reasons which were 
directed to the merits of the question 
itself may I say that the figure in the 
Bill of 10 per cent. is justified as a reason- 
able compromise between the demand on 
the one hand to limit the mixture to 5 per 
cent. and the proposal now made. 
a compromise based on the advice and 
opinion of expert knowledge. I set up no 
opinion of my own. There is undoubtedly 


as a | 


{COMMONS} 


The object | 
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demand for genuine butter, and it is 


against the illegal mixture of the two 


with the intention of deceiving purchasers. 
that Clause 8 is directed. The supply of 
margarine at margarine price will not 
be interfered with. If the condition is to 
be a fair one, which can be easily worked 
so that manufacturers may keep within 
the law, there must be a_ reasonable 
margin and then the law will not be 
oppressive. The limitation proposed will 
prevent fraudulent sale and make it not 
only possible but easy in every way for 
the manufacturer to produce the best 
article he can and put it on the market at 
the price it ought to command. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Galway, N.)  sup- 
ported the limit of 10 per cent., and 
expressed surprise that the right hon. 
Member for Bridgeton, having regard to 


the views he expressed, had not attempted 


to repeal the Margarine Act altogether. 
After a Parliamentary experience of 


‘twelve years it was only now that the 


right hon. Member for sridgeton was 


i struck by the fact that it was a proper 


thing to allow mixtures of margarine and 
butter to be sold as a mixture. He adyo- 
cated that principle now in the interest of 
the paupers. He did not agree with the 
right hon. Member, and if the Govern- 
ment would not make the limit of butter 
fats allowed in margarine less than 10 
per cent. he would have to accept that 
limit. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): The 
hon. Member who has just sat down 


of the clause. All that the Act of 1887 
did was to say that whatever proportion 
of butter was put into margarine the 
margarine must be sold as margarine. I 
am sorry the right hon. Gentleman has 
been so unyielding with regard to this 
matter, and perhaps even now he would 


/make some compromise. The Amendment 


It is | 


asks for 30 per cent.; but perhaps the 
right hon. Gentleman would accept that 


percentage which the county councils 


' 20 per cent. 


a very large demand for genuine mar- | 
garine, and this article of the best quality | 
can be produced with 3 or 4 per cent. | 


of butter fat; 
extension is not required to secure mar- 
garine of good quality. 


Sir ( ‘harles Cameron. 


therefore this proposed | 


require when they invite tenders—namely, 
In my opinion the Amend- 
ment is a reasonable one, and having 
regard to the fact that contracts are now 
running for the supply of margarine with 
30 per cent. of butter, I hope the right 


' hon. Gentleman will be able to see his way 


There is also a} 


to accept it. 
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Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, Basingstoke) : | 
We on this side of the House hope that | 
if the Government do anything at all it | 
will lower the limit to less than 10 per | 
cent. The effect of giving a higher limit | 
would entirely frustrate the object of the | 
Bill. That the London County Council | 
adopted a mixture of 20 per cent. of butter | 
was, I suppose, due to their ignorance, | 
because in countries where margarine is 
made to the greatest extent, In many | 
cases the admixture of butter is prohibited | 
altogether, and not allowed to be sold | 
at all. 
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reason that the clause as it stood would 


interfere with the contracts which were 
running. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): Before you put the question, Sir, 
I think we are entitled to an answer from 
the Law Officer of the Crown as to the 
manner in which the contracts will be 


affected if this Amendment is not carried. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I 


should like to associate myself with the 


-remark of the hon. Member who has just 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) said he | 
was not much moved by the practice in | 
other countries, where the economic con- 
ditions might not be analogous to those 
of this country. It appeared to him that 
the only question to be dealt with was 
whether there should be a little more or a 
little less butter in the margarine, and the 
best way to settle that matter would be to 
have a few samples in the Tea Room, when 
they might be ableto decide which was the 
better article of food. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness) said he: 


should support the Amendment, for the 


|B. FINLAY, 


spoken. I think we ought to have some 
answer from the Solicitor-General as to 
this. 


THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir R- 
Inverness Burghs): No 
single case has been stated of a contract 
which will extend over January Ist, 1900, 
and this Bill is not to come into force 


| until that date. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 131 ; 
Noes, 48. (Division List, No. 286.) 


AYES. 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Mane’r) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Butcher, John George 
‘Carlisle, William Walter 
‘Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
‘Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 
‘Coghill, Douglas Harry 
‘Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Dillon, John 


| Doogan, P. C. 


Fellowes, Hon. 


Cross, Alexander ((ilasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 


Donelan, Captain A. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Ailwyn E. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 
| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Knowles, Lees 
Fisher, Willian Hayes 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hn. A. G.H.(C.ofLond. 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
| Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Rt.Hn.G.J.(St.Geo”’s | Maclver, David gm mig 
Gull, Sir Cameron | Maclure, Sir John Wil 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 


Hoare, Kk. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hogan, James Francis 
Howard, Joseph 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Hen. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
| Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
| Johnstone, Heywood (Susex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Wm. 
Keswick, William 
Kilbride, Denis 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Lung, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 


iam 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 

| Milward, Colonel Victor 

| Montagu,Sir S. (Whitechapel) 





Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. | 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. | 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Hill, Sir Edw. Stock (Bristol) | 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morton, Arthur, H.A.(Deptford. 
Nicholson, William Gra 
Parkes, Eb2nezer 
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Pierpoint, Robert 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Purvis, ee 

Randell, David 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Maior Frederick Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir Matthew W. 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson | 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) | 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 


{COMMONS} 


PeaseHerbertPike(Darlington Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 

Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 

Sideboi tom, William (Derbysh. 

Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 

Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

Thornton, Perey M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

| Welby, Lieut.- 
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Whiteley,H.(Ashton-under-L) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.} 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Col. A.C. E. | Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 


Allan, Wm. (Gateshead) 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Billson, Alfred 
jond, Edward 
Broadhurst, Henry 
srunner, Sir John T. 
Bryce, lit. Hon. James 
mt gr 
Caldwell, James 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Clough, Walter Owen 
Cranbor Viscount 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Davitt, Mie thael | Pirie, Dunean 
Dewar, Arthur 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): The | 


Amendment which I propose is a_pro- 


tection to really honest tradesmen. ‘The | 


clause now makes it a crime to sell this 
material as margarine if it contains more 
than 10 per cent. of butter. I cannot see 
why people should not have margarine in 
any way they like, provided they know 
they are buying it. If the small dealer 


buys this material honestly believing that | 


it contains 10 per cent. or less of butter, 
and if by 
contain more than 10 per cent. of butter, 
he is liable to be punished in a very 
severe manner. The Amendment I pro- 
pose is that if he buys this article as 
boi fide margarine containing more than 
the prescribed quantity of butter, if he 
can prove that he bought it believing it to 
be what it professed to be, he shall not be 
liable. The words I propose are taken 
from the Margarine Act, and it seems to 


me an extraordinary thing that the | 
Government should refuse to accept these | 
We are making drastic laws by | 
which we hope to prevent fraud, but | 
surely it is a new departure altogether | 
that a man honestly carrying on his busi- | 


words. 


ness and taking every conceivable precau- 


tion should be punished, when he is not | 
the real offender, and when he can prove | 
\ 


Fenwick, Charles 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J 

| Hazell, Walter 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) | 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 

| Leese, Sir J. F. 
Leuty, Thomas 
Lough, Thomas 
M‘Killop, James 

Clark, Dr.G.B.(Caithness-sh. ) | Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Hen 
Norton, Capt. Cecil. William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) | 


any accident it turns out to | 


Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. P. J. 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 

Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Williams, John Carvell (Notts) 

| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 

Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Charles Cameron and 
Mr. Colville. 


(Accrington) 
tichmond 


v. | 


conclusively that he is not in any way to 
‘blame. That seems an extraordinary 
state of things for a new law to 
/ereate, and it is contrary to the spirit 
| of justice in every sense. The only 
‘alternative would be that every small 
trader would have to have this material 
| analysed himself, for although the invoice 
may state that the material comes within 
the law, if it is proved outside the law, 
the man who has taken all these pre- 
cautions will be liable to punishment. I 
| was given to understand that the Govern- 
/ment would accept this as a reasonable 
| Amendment, but now it appears that they 
‘think this is not right, although I cannot 
| for the life of me see why we should have 
this drastic law, and not be satisfied with 
| the punishment of the real criminal, but 
goon punishing a man who is carrying 
on a legitimate business in the best 
possible way he can. I am as strong as 
anyone in my desire to put a stop to 
fraud, but by this proposal of the Govern- 
ment we are harassing the small trades- 
men in a most unreasonable manner. 
The large tradesman can look after him- 
self, and it would pay him to have this 
| material analysed ; but to suppose that a 
man in a small way of business could 
bear the expense of having everything 


| 
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1) analysed seems to me to be a most | of margarine and butter. My hon. friend 
n unreasonable thing. I urge that these | has really left out the case that will fre- 
.) words should be inserted to protect | quently occur, and has provided for an 
‘) tradesmen who are honestly carrying on | almost impossible case. If my hon. friend 
ath their business, for my proposal does not | can show me that there is any reasonable 
protect any man who cannot show that | probability that such cases may occur, we 
he has taken every reasonable precaution. | will consider the advisability of dealing 
7 If a tradesman can prove to the satis-| with the matter in another place. 
ace faction of the court that he has taken | 
nia every reasonable precaution, and that his | 
offence is entirely due to the misstate-| Sm CHARLES CAMERON: I agree 
ments of those persons from whom he| with the Solicitor- General as to the 
buys the goods, it seems to me that he | general effect of this Amendment and the 
¥ should not be liable. I beg to move. |non-necessity for it. The clause pro- 
} | vides that any offence under Section 7 of 
|the Margarine Act will be an offence 
Amendment proposed— |under this Act. I desire to point out 
ny “In page 5, line 21, to leave out from ‘1887’ | that you cannot regulate exactly this 
yr) to end of clause, and insert the words ‘ unless | percentage, for it must of necessity de- 
he shows to the satisfaction of the court before | pend upon the richness of the milk and 
whom he is charged that he purchased the | the season at which the margarine is 
article in question as margarine, containing not eae -\ ane tn deaks ol o iat 
r more than 10 per cent. of butter fat, and with ie saci tit will not be in 
tts) a written warranty or invoice to that effect ; the interests ot margarine manufacturers 
R.) that he had no reason to believe at the time | to sell a higher mixture of butter than is 
when he sold it that the article was other than | stipulated for, for it is nearly always the 
a margarine containing not more than ten per erson who invit 2s te le a whe stir ke tes 
nd cent. of butter fat ; and that he sold it in the | P&S NOS VENUES WAS Suipaene 
same state as when he purchased it; and in | that the margarine shall contain a certain 
such case he shall be discharged from the pro- | percentage of butter. Then, again, analysts 
secution, but shall be liable to pay the costs are pot infallible: and organic analysis, 
incurred by the prosecutor unless he shall have |... iy. os:to: tak is is oiiiiadaaiacial 
to given due notice to him that he will rely upon | ©SPeCltlty as to Tat, 18 not a science 0 
wy the above defence.’ ””—(Mr. Bartley.) mathematical precision. Everything has 
to to be estimated, and unless you allow 
rit ' some margin you may have cases of 
nly Question proposed, “That the words | very great injustice. In regard to the 
all proposed to be left out stand part of the adulteration of coffee and chicory, I 
‘jal Bill.” remember that a mixture of ten per cent. 
ice of coffee and chicory was subjected to 
hin | analysis by several analysts, and not one 
LW, Sir R. B. FINLAY: I think I can | of them gave the correct proportions. In 
re- satisfy the hon. Member that this Bill, | analysing margarine, it is a matter of 
I as drawn, meets all the ordinary cases | estimation as to the amount of fat, and 
r- which he is anxious to provide for, and | this varies at different seasons, and unless 
ble that the Amendment will not provide for, you have some proviso to protect the 
ley the ordinary cases, but only for cases | innocent seller against a vicious prosecu- 
10% which very rarely indeed occur, and tion through faulty analyses I think a 
ive would exclude what my hon. friend | very grave injustice will be done. 
ith desires to be done in the ordinary cases. | 
out The section provides that it is no longer | 
ing possible to sell margarine under a certain, Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
est standard, but it also includes Section 7 of | field): There seems to me to be a griev- 
as the Margarine Act. My hon. friend pro- ance in this matter, and I think we ought 
to poses to strike that ont altogether, and to allow a little margin. I hope the 
rn- proposes to provide only for the case of | Solicitor-General will consult the right 
jles- the tradesman who has bought the article | hon. Gentleman on that side of the House, 
er. as margarine. I would point out to my | and make some proposition in another 
im- hon. friend that that is almost an impos- | place which will meet this case, because 
his sible case. The case we have to deal | it may prove a very serious thing for the 
ta with is one where the wholesale dealer | small trader who cannot afford to have 
ud. has fraudulently sent to the tradesman as | all his goods analysed, and who may get 
ing butter an article which is really a mixture | into trouble through no fault of his own. 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Sale of Food 


Smirk CHARLES CAMERON: It is 
already provided that the word “ mar- 
garine” must be placed on the article 
when it is being sold, and the wrappers 
in which it is sold also have to have the 
word “margarine” printed on them. 
Tnerefore, if the terms of the old Mar- 
garine Act are applied there is no possi- 
bility of fraud being practised. 


to the seller. It is a well known fact that 
poor people have their pride as well as 
the rich. A poor woman will not go into 
a shop and ask fora pound of margarine, 


but she will generally ask for “a pound | 


of sixpenny,” or a pound of “that,” and will 
point to the article she requires. If an in- 
spector comesinto the shopanxioustosecure 
a conviction he will ask for a pound of six- 
penny butter, and the sixpenny is handed 
outtohiminthe paper labelled “margarine.” 
It is proposed to make the third convic- 
tion punishable by imprisonment, but if 


the prosecutions are under the Margarine | 
Act there might be no third conviction of | 


an employer, for in every one of the three 
cases the offence might be brought home 
to the offending individual ; while if the 
same cases were taken under the Food 
and Drugs Acts they would count up 
against the employer, who might know 
nothing whatever about the transaction, 
and he would be liable to treatment as a 


criminal, subject to three months’ imprison- | 


ment. I was told in Committee that the 
Margarine Act is not an adulteration Act, 
but now it is proposed to prevent an 
article being sold for what it is not. It 
appears to me that when all the require- 
ments of the Margarine Act have been 
complied with there can be no pretence 
of any fraud, because even if an illiterate 
sees those large letters, all he or she has 
to do is to say, “I asked for butter and 
you have given me margarine.” If the 
intention of this Act is to inflict punish- 
ment in the case of technical quibbles 
where there can be no intention to 
defraud, and where the nature of the 
article sold is openly declared, I think it 
is a gross injustice against which trades- 
men have a right to protest. I beg to 
move : 


Amendment proposed— 


_ “In page 5, line 24, after the word ‘accord- 
ingly,’ to insert the words, ‘ Provided always, 


{COMMONS} 


I desire | 
to prevent the provisions of this Act being | 
put aside so far as they are a protection | 
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that in any prosecution under the Sale of 
| Food and Drugs Act for the fraudulent or 
|illegal sale of margarine, or any compound 
thereof, it shall be a good defence to prove that 
the requirements of the Margarine Act, 1887, 
| as amended by this Act, had been complied 
with.’ ”—Sir C. Cameron. 








Question proposed, “ That those words 
| be there inserted.” 


Sir R. B. FINLAY : This section which 
the hon. Baronet proposes to add is a 
section dealing only with the case of the 

manufacture and sale of margarine con- 
taining more than 10 per cent. of butter 
fat, and should have been proposed as an 
| Amendment to a previous clause. 


} 


| Sm CHARLES CAMERON: I put it 
| down as a separate new clause, but Mr. 
| Speaker ruled it out of order. 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: My hon. friend 
has got it down as a proviso dealing with 
a limited class of cases. Under his _pro- 
posal the fraudulent seller could get off 
by showing that he had fixed a label or 
used a wrapper such as is mentioned in 
the Margarine Act. Suppose a poor 
person comes in and asks for butter, and 
is supplied with margarine at the price of 
butter, according to this proposal that 
shopkeeper will get off if he can show 
there is a wrapper upon it complying 
with the Margarine Act. Surely if it is 
established that the article sold is 
different from that for which the purchaser 
asks, and if the purchaser did not know 
that he was getting something totally 
different, the shopkeeper should not be 
able to get off by showing that the word 
“margarine” was printed upon the 
label. 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 
Another Amendment made. 


Mr. J. H. JOHNSTONE (Sussex, 
Horsham): The object of the Amendment 
which I have on the Paper is, as the 
House is well aware, to deal with a great 
quantity of condensed milk which finds 
its way into the market, and which is a 
very valuable and useful product, and is 
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heavily bought by the poorer portions of 
the community, who are strongly desirous 
of bringing up their children on milk. It 


contains all the essential properties of 


good milk, and is very popular from the 
very convenient form in which it is sold. 
I know from experience that it is a very 
useful and palatable food on which to 
bring up children. This has led to imi- 
tations of the commonest form, from 
which all the essential parts are taken | 
away which are most necessary and most 
valuable for the health of the children. 
Instead of containing at least 3 per cent. | 
of fatty matter, as good and proper milk | 
should contain, this contains something 
less than 1 per cent. Putting it in 
another way, to get the same quantity of 
fat contained in good, sound fresh milk, 
you would have to put in sixteen pints of 
water. Imagine the result of that—the 
unhappy town infant getting this separated 
milk under the impression that it is 
sound and fresh, and then having to 
take not a double magnum, but sixteen 
pints. From experience of skimmed 
milk as well as fresh milk, I say that 
no sensible person would dream of | 
bringing up the offspring of animals on | 
it. They would not give separated milk 
to calves or young pigs without something 
else to help them along. It is a cruel 
thing that this should be thrown broad- 
cast upon children, especially in our large 
towns, without a single word of warning 
to the poorest to prevent them know- 
ing that this is not a _ food fit 
for young children. The very words 
which the section proposes to have put in 
the Bill, “separated milk or skimmed 
milk,” are somewhat attractive and likely 
to deceive ignorant people. The words 
“separated milk ” indicate to the minds of 
the purchaser that it is something par- | 
ticularly good and worth having, and 
when besides that it is sold at a cheaper 
rate than condensed milk the real danger | 
comes in, and the real risk of innutri- | 
tious and unwholesome food being given 
to the child and the consequent danger to 
the child’s health. This is no imagi- 
nary case. The matter has _ been 
under the consideration of public | 
authorities, and a large number of urban | 
district councils are in favour of some | 
such words as the Amendment suggests | 
being inserted. The Report of a Com- 
mittee of the House which has considered 
the matter suggests that all tins contain- 
ing such milk should be required to bear | 
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labels, on which the words “skimmed 
milk” are printed in large legible type. 
This has been adopted in the Bill, but it 
does not go far enough. The Report goes 
on to say that an additional notification 
should be printed that such milk is not 
suitable for purposes of feeding young 
children. I entirely agree with this 
recommendation, for I believe that the 


| President of the Board of Agriculture is 


thoroughly aware of the mischief which 
arises from the sale of this product un- 
checked, and without its being brought to 
the notice of the purchaser what the real 
risk is. He has gone so far as to say the 
label must be printed on every one of 


' the tins, showing the words “ separated or 


skimmed milk.” I ask him to go a little 
further in the interests of humanity, and 
make this a better Bill, and bring to the 
mind of the purchaser what I think is 
necessary, that these poor, ignorant 
people should be reminded that this con- 
densed skimmed and separated milk is 
not fit for the food of infants. 





Amendment proposed 


“In page 5, line 39, to insert the words after 
‘type, with a statement that such milk is not 
suited for the food of infant children.”—(Mr. 
J. H. Johnstone.) 


Question proposed, “That those word 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. LONG: I do hope that my hon- 
friend will not think it necessory to press 
this Amendment for reasons which | will 
very shortly give. He has stated quite 
accurately that I am aware of the fact 


that a great deal of mischief is done by 
| giving 


food of this kind to young 
children. I should be very glad indeed 
if I could see my way in a Bill of this 
kind to check a system of that sort, but 
I would point out to my hon. friend, in 
the first place, that his Amendment would 
not have the effect he desires, while it 
would have a disadvantageous effect with 
regard to the use of these labels. What 
we want is that there should be a proper 
descriptive name upon certain articles 
when they are sold, and if the label 
which carries that description is to be of 
any real value, that descripticn must be 
of the briefest possible kind, in order that 
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it may be perfectly clear. Many of the 
tins in which these articles are sold are 
very small, and there is very little room 
upon them to put anything in the way 
of a caution or explanation such as that 
suggested which will be easily seen, 
But if you add to the actual description 


Sale of Food 


of the article certain precautionary words | 


of advice, it will only tend to obscure 
the other description without gaining 
the result which you seek. After 
all, what would be the result of 
putting words like this on the labels ? 
I am very much afraid from such in- 
quiries as I have been able to make that 
the knowledge which my hon. friends 
seek to impart is already in possession of 
most of the people who use this particular 
article. I am afraid also that it would not 
in any way deter the use of this article by 
simply putting those words on the label. 
How far it may be desirable to interfere 
with the right of individuals to buy what 
they think best for their purpose, and 
which they demand is another matter, 


but I am sure in a case like this it would | 


be undesirable to do what my hon. friend 
has proposed. I do not think that the 
House of Commons ought to make itself 
responsible for words of this kind unless 


the House is absolutely sure that a decla- | 


ration of that kind can be made and relied 
upon. I am informed that while by itself 
this kind of milk is an undesirable form 
of food, if the deficiencies are made up, as 
they can be, then itis not an undesirable 
form of food. I think what we have pro- 
posed carries us as far as we ought to go, 
and I submit that even if the words sug- 
gested were adopted they would not 
achieve the object in view. Under the 
circumstances I hope my hon. friend will 
not think it necessary to press his Amend- 
ment to a division. 


In reply to Mr. TomLtNson (Preston), 


Sir R. B. FINLAY said : I think the 
expression “separated” or “skimmed 
milk ” will very soon get to be thoroughly 
understood by everyone, and I do not 
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|infants, because it lacks the butter fat. 
| This is an Amendment that ought to be 
| considered. A double name is put ona 
| medicine bottle when there is poison in it 
—the word “poison,” as well as the name 
of the medicine. Now, this substance is 
practically a poison to infants, and the 
House of Commons ought to protect them 
from being poisoned. Hon. Gentlemen 
who look upon this matter from the 
farmer point of view do not see its im- 
portance. I consider this one of the most 
important Amendments on the Bill yet 
submitted. I can understand that there 
are objections to the size of the label put 
on a tin, but nobody would say that the 
word “ poison” should be left out because 
the tin is small. Milk is generally under- 
stood to be a proper food for children, 
and people buy this stuff because they 
think it is milk. It is not real milk, since 
it does not contain butter fat. 


and Drugs Bill. 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) : I have supported this Bill so far as 
‘I have thought it protected the public 
‘health, but I am surprised to find that 
+when an Amendment is made which is 
i directed to prevent the suffering and 
death of infants, the right hon. Gentle- 
;man should tell us that if these words are 
‘put on the label this milk would be 
| bought more largely than it is. If that 
means anything it means that the wives 
of working men, who principally use this 
milk, intend to kill their children by 
administering to them this milk, That 
is a severe indictment. 


*Mr. LONG: I never suggested any- 


terpretation of my words. What I said 
was, that the words suggested by my hon. 
friend would not have the effect he de- 
sired; and I said that I believed the 
| people who buy this milk know perfectly 
well that it is not the best food for 
infants, and if they could afford a better 
food for their children they would not 
buy this milk, 


think human ingenuity can invent any | 


one word which will adequately convey 
this information. 


Mr. WARNER: Separated, or skim 
milk, may be very wholesome and nour- 
ishing, but it is not a right food for 


Mr. Long. 


Mr. MADDISON : Of course I do not 
wish to misrepresent the right hon. Gen- 
'tleman, but his explanation amounts to 
the same thing. (No, no.”) What is 
the object of the hon. Member who moved 
this Amendment ’ He made it perfectly 


thing of the kind; that is a gross misin- 
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clear that it was to stop the sale of this | 
milk for infants, and to warn parents | 
against its use. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says it will not have this effect, and | 
that if persons buy milk bearing the 
label, “ This milk is not for infants,” they 
must buy it with very doubtful motives 
for their children. Does the right hon. 
Gentleman want to protect the health of 
the people? The very serious and ap- 
palling effects which follow the use of this 
milk have been pointed out, and allthat the 
right hon. Gentleman says is that the | 
true description of the article would take 
up too much room on the label. The 
Amendment is a rational one ; it will not 
interfere with ordinary trading, and is 
directed to save infantile life ; and I hope 
the hon. Gentleman will press it to a 
Division. I wish to ask the Solicitor. 
General, on behalf of the Health Com- 
mittee of the Sheffield Town Council, 
whether the phrase “Condensed milk” 
would legally apply to preserved milk. 


| 


Mr. BARTLEY: We have just settled | 
to make it a criminal offence to put more | 
butter into margarine, thereby making it | 
better margarine than before. The hon. | 
Gentleman asks that the label should | 
really describe what is contained in the | 
tin, and the right hon. Gentleman refuses | 
to accept that Amendment. Surely it | 
would be much more logical to say that | 
this separated milk should not be sold for 
children than that margarine should not | 
be sold because it was improved by the | 
addition of butter. I am anxious that 
this Bill should be passed in the interest | 
of justice and fairplay, but it seems to 
me, if we are going into these extra- 
ordinary anomalies, it would be better | 
not to have the Bill at all. 


} 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) : 
The effect of this Amendment of the hon. | 
Member for Sussex will be that people | 
who buy this milk will do so with their | 
eyes open. I cannot understand how | 
the right hon. Gentleman says it | 
will not have the slightest effect at all. | 
We know that these things are bought | 
by the poor, who think they are all right. | 
When they buy a tin marked “Condensed 
Milk,” they are not aware that it is only 
skim milk. This is not a purely agri- 
cultural question. Medical evidence has 


i 
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i being too pedantic about the 
| 4 
| which should be used. 
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have been poisoned owing to the fact that 
they were fed on this stuff, which is not 
milk at all, but merely chalk and water. 
I most ardently support the Amendment. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somersetshire, FE.) : 


| Many of us do not altogether agree with 
| the terms of the Amendment, but I would 


ask my right hon. friend whether he 


| would repeat the undertaking now which 


he gave on a former occasion, that he 
would consider this question. 


*Mr. LONG :I did say I would do my 
best to find words which would convey 
the warning we all desire to convey. I 
will do my best to find such words. Some 
of my hon. friends tell me that they do 
not despair of finding words which would 
convey the necessary information. If 
they can assist me, nothing would give 
me more pleasure than to insert such 
words between now and the considera- 
tion of the Bill in another place. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : So long as the House 
was dealing with the clauses relating to 
margarine and butter I did not feel myself 
called upon to take any part in the dis- 
cussion, because I believe that both 
margarine and butter are excellent things, 
and if a man got one instead of the other 
he might be swindled, but he would not 
be ruined in health. But now we are 
dealing with a matter which means ruin 
to the health of the most helpless part of 
the community; this milk, bad milk, 
would certainly have most dangerous 
effects if given to children. I would 
impress on the right hon. Gentle- 
man not to proceed in the way he 
appears to be going, for the sake of 
words 
All the galaxy of 
talent he has around him has apparently 
been brought into play in order to find 
words which would express the desired 
warning. My hon. friend below the 
gangway has some words on the Paper, 
yut they are supposed to be objection- 
able. 


*\Ir. LONG: The reason is that the 
labels are very small, and if, in addition 
to the words describing the article, we 


| were to add a sentence of this kind, the 


label would become obscured and practi 


proved that large numbers of children cally worthless. 
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Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 


I cannot believe that there are any | 
‘practical difficulties in the way of putting | 
‘words on the label, however small, which | 
‘would tell the people who buy this 
article for the purpose of giving it to 
children what they are buying. If they 
buy skim milk, let them know by written 
words on the tin, or vessel, that it is 
skim milk. I only press on the right 
hon. Gentleman not to be too fastidious. 
Even if the label is small it would hold 
words enough to express all that we 
desire to express. | 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland); My hon. friend would be | 
satisfied if the label contained the words, | 
“Not suitable for infant children.” All that | 
this Amendment commits the House to 
is the principle that the label should 
contain a warning that this food is unfit | 
for infant children. The right hon. | 
Gentleman I am very glad to say has | 
accepted the principle of the Amendment, 
and I would ask him that he should 
accept the Amendment as it stands. 


| Report stage of the Bill. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): The 
whole point is that poor people buy this 
skim milk without knowing that it has 
been skimmed, and they use it to feed 
their infants. Now I have an Amendment | 
on the Paper which I think would meet | 
the case, that on each label there should | 
be these words, “This milk should not | 
be used as food for infants.” Could any- 
thing be simpler than that ? 


Mr. BARTLEY: May I suggest “ Bad 
for babies” ? 

Mr. -J. H. JOHNSTONE: All that | 
‘we want is a statement that the milk is 
not fit for the food of infant children. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, North): | 
Will the right hon. Gentleman accept the | 
word “Infanticide”? That would con- | 
sort with brevity, which we are told | 
always commends itself to this House. | 
Poor people who buy this milk do not 
understand what is meant by “ separated 
milk.” 


Mr. LOUGH: I want to say a word 
in assistance of the Government. I really 
think that having got an assurance from 


i 
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the right hon. Gentleman, with the appro- 
bation of the Leader of the Opposition, 
he would consider this matter; we are 
wasting our time in trying to devise 
the exact form of a label. I would sug- 
gest that the hon. Gentleman should 
withdraw this particular Amendment. 


Mr. J. H. JOHNSTONE: After the 
assurance given by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, I ask the leave of the House to 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.) : Ihave some 
hope that the right hon. Gentleman will 
accept my Amendment. I think I am 
right in saying that he undertook when 
the Bill was upstairs to consider whether 
some modification of the extreme penalty 
enacted in Sub-section 2 should not be 
considered between that period and the 
I contend that 
this sub-section imposes a punishment 
which is an outrage upon the most 
The clause 
says : 

“Where, under any provision of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, 1875, a person guilty of 
an offence is liable to a fine which may extend 
to £20, he shall be liable for a second offence 
under the same provisions to a fine not exceed- 
ing £50, and for any subsequent offence toa 
fine not exceeding £100.” 


| Now a fine of £100 is surely a most 
deterrent punishment in itself, but we 


have to consider also the disgrace of a 


conviction in open court along with the 


infliction of this fine. Then there is the 
injury done to the business and credit of 


| the offender in being condemned before 
| the public and before his own customers, 
and surely these are matters that ought to 


be considered when we are contemplating 
punishment under this clause. This con- 
sequential penalty is not considered in the 
clause at all, but it must enter into the 
element of justice in our consideration of 
the clause and its effect. For a third 
offence a person may be sent to prison for 
negligence for a period of three months. 
I maintain that that is a very outrageous 
punishment. Surely it is as unreasonable 
as it is unjust to send a man to undergo 
the terrible disgrace of imprisonment for 
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an act of negligence. I contend that no 
person is made honest by being sent to 
prison; on the contrary, it very often 
happens that the opposite result is the 
effect, and I feel so strongly on this point 
that I shall divide the House upon it 
unless I receive from the right hon. 
Gentleman an assurance that he will 
accept my Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 6, line 36, to leave out sub-section 
2 of Clause 16.”—(Mr. Davitt.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out to the word 
‘negligence,’ in line 39, stand part of the 


Bill.” 


i R. B. FINLAY: The hon. Mem- 
ber must be aware that this clause was 
not in the Bill as it originally stood, but 
was introduced in Committee in con- 
sequence of the strong feeling that was 
evinced that in the case of a third offence, 
due to the personal act, default, or negli- 
gence of the person charged, there should 
be some power given to the court beyond 
that of inflicting a fine. The House will 
observe that the sub-section is carefully 
guarded. Not only is it subject to the 
limitation I have pointed out, but the 
punishment of imprisonment does not 
necessarily follow. 
power to inflict imprisonment if the 
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prefer to pay £2,000, or even £3,000.. 
That is my first reason for supporting the 
Amendment. I now come to my second 
reason. These large firms have a very 
large number of employees under their 
control, and a very large number of 
places of business. Take a firm like 
Lipton’s, for instance. This is a firm, I 
suppose, which can count its shops by the 


hundred, and its employees by the: 
thousand. We know that in a large 


business like this there are men of all 
kinds of character. I am glad to think 
that the majority of them are men of 
good character, desirous of doing their 
duty by their employers ; but in a large 
body like this there must necessarily be 
men who are not honest, who are ex- 
tremely malignant, and who, for good. 
reasons or bad, bear a great deal of 
animosity against their employers, 
animosity which only wants an oppor- 
tunity to be brought out. We know 
that in the great firm of Whiteley there 
was a certain amount of dissatisfaction 
amongst some section of the employees, 


| with the result that several times in quick 


succession a portion of the premises was 
burnt down, and I believe I am correct 
in saying that no insurance office in the 
country could be persuaded to insure the 
premises of this firm, because it had been 


discovered that there was so much ill- 


All that is given is | 


court is of opinion that a fine will not | 
| know that heisconstantly maderesponsible 
| for acts for which he has no responsibility 


meet the case. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: I find myself | 


bound to support my hon. friend the 
Member for South Mayo in proposing 
the omission of this sub-section. 1 have 
two reasons for doing so. In_ the 
first place, I do not think the Solicitor- 
General has attached sufficient im- 
portance to the main point of my hon. 
friend—namely, that in addition to the 
fine which is imposed upon a firm for 
a breach of the provisions of this Act 
there is added the enormous additional 
sentence of public disrepute. If you 
were to go to one of these large firms and 
ask them to choose between a fine of 
£1,000 and exposure in all the papers of 
the country for an offence under this Act, 
it would be found that there is not one 
large firm which would not willingly 





feeling against the firm that the premises 
were always liable to incendiarism on the 
part ofsome of theemployees. Anybody who 
has been in the position of having a large 
number of servants in his employ must 


|except of a purely technical character. 


I have frequently had to pay many 
hundreds and sometimes many thousands 
of pounds in consequence of the publica- 
tion in newspapers with which I was 
associated of paragraphs or articles of 
which I not only did not approve but 
most strongly disapproved,, but which 
were inserted in my absence. After all, 
however, the number of persons employed 


|in newspaper offices is small compared 


with the number of persons employed in 
large businesses all over the country. I 
am quite sure that, with all the safeguards 
in the sub-section, it would open the way 
to malignant vindictiveness on the part of 
some sections of employees towards the 
large firms of which I have spoken. I 
think the imposition of these cumulative 
penalties, with the far greater and more 
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damaging penalty of exposure in the 
newspapers, is quite sufficiently vindictive 
without adding imprisonment to the sen- 
tence. 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON : I rise to | 


support the Amendment, and I do so not 


merely for the reasons mentioned by pre- | 


vious speakers, but because the sub-section 
would put to prison one man for the 
offence of another. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that the offence is for the per- 


sonal act, default, or negligence of the | 


individual charged. Well, it is rather a 
large order to give a man three months’ 
imprisonment for personal 
less it is culpable negligence. 
tion injurious to health is already punish- 
able by imprisonment under _ the 


Adulteration Act of 1875, and I submit | 
that it is not necessary to have any new | 


penalties for that offence. Where a man 
is not personally responsible he should 
not be made criminally liable for the acts 
of others. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Sheftield, 
Hallam): I must express my astonish- 
ment at the hopelessly undemocratic 
nature of the sentiments of the hon. 
Member for South Mayo, who, in moving 
his Amendment, showed such a_ great 
desire to protect the great distributors. 
There can be no question of negligence 
whereby the conditions suppose that a 


man for the third time commits the same | 


offence. Everybody who has had experi- 
ence of the administration of the law 
knows that in a great number of cases 


thereis the greatest difficulty in getting the | 


court to impose a maximum fine. There 
is only one way of dealing with a case 
such as this, and that is to place on the 
Statute Book some clear indication that 
there are cases in which the court of sum- 
mary jurisdiction can do 
beyond imposing a fine, and deal with 
the rich tradesman who would rather pay 
£1,000 than go to prison. 


Mr. LOUGH thought the House ought | 


not togotothe extreme length suggested in 

Section 2. Too severe penalties defeated 

their own object. Some of the crimes, 

moreover, were very slight. For instance, 

they actually proposed to make it possible 

to commit a man to prison for improving 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor, 
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|the quality of food. To leave it to the 
| discretion of a judge or magistrate to put 
| people into prison for the offences speci- 
| fied in the Act was, he thought, a very 
| strong order indeed, and one which they 
| should hesitate before adopting. It was 
all very well to say that these “crimes” 
could not be committed without personal 
knowledge, but a dozen could be com- 
mitted without the person directly 
responsible knowing anything about it. 
He therefore hoped hon. Gentlemen on 
the opposite side would try to induce the 
Government to reconsider this matter. 


FJENERAL GOLDSWORTHY (Hammer- 
smith) supported the sub-section, as he 
was very anxious that the public should 
|be protected. The clause already pro- 
tected the honest trader as much as any 
clause possibly could. The magistrate 
ought to ask himself: “What is the use 
|of inflicting a fine? The defendant 
| simply snaps his fingers at it.” 
| 


| Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) : This 
Amendment is certainly one of the most 
important proposals laid before the House 
in connection with this Bill. There is a 
well-defined principle in criminal juris- 
prudence which relegates all questions of 
negligence to the civil courts and all 
questions of criminal intent to the 
criminal courts, This clause proposes to 
oscure that distinction and to make ques- 
tions of negligence strictly and entirely 
criminal offences. I know it is said 
|“ But it is not for the first offence that 
the negligent person is to be made liable 
for imprisonment ; three acts of negli- 
/gence must be recorded against him 
before he is made liable for hard 
labour.” Three acts of negligence 
in a business in which there may 
be hundreds of transactions a day or 
hour! There are very few traders indeed 
| who are not in some measure careless. 


AN HON. MEMBER: Oh! 


Mr. ROBSON: An hon. Member says 
“Qh.” All I can say is, that anyone who 
|is suprised at the carelessness of the 
| trader knows but little of trading. There 
is nothing more simple and easy than 
‘carelessness both in manufacturing and 
trading operations. Increase the amount 
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of the fine if you like, and make the 
penalty large enough to absorb the whole 
of the profit which the adulterating trader 
is said to make, but do not make careless- 
ness criminal. 
carelessness of the trader is, I venture to 
I have 


say, an outrageous proposal. 
been accustomed to many constitutional 


innovations in the sphere of criminal juris- 
prudence, but none more startling than 
this. The probability is, however, that 
the clause will defeat its own purpose. 
You will not get magistrates, when a 
fellow-creature is threatened with loss of 
character and life-long disgrace, to inflict 
this extreme and altogether inappro- 
priate penalty. It is a disgrace to put 
such a clause upon the Statute Book. It 
is not usual, either in this country or 


any other, to make negligence a crime. | 


I should like to know from what law the 
hon. and learned Member borrows the 
proposition that three acts of negligence 
should be equal to one crime. What a 
remarkable legal equation this is! I fail 
to see that any number of acts of negli- 
gence, however great, however serious, 
and however properly punished by ex- 
treme penalties, can be made equal to the 
smallest crime. 
expected to see the Solicitor-General 
defending criminal jurisprudence instead 
of becoming a party with the Minister 
for Agriculture to such a remarkable 
obscuration of the law. It is not, more- 
over, easy to see on the face of the clause 
what are the precise offences to be 
punished. I have looked into the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act of 1875. That Act 
makes punishable certain offences with 
fines, and provides that the offenders 
shall be punished by imprisonment, but 
it makes one very important exception 
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| tion of the House to Sub-section 2 of 


' Clause 16, which is far more important 


than the questions of margarine and con- 


'densed milk, and I hope the Conservative 


To make criminal the | 


instinct of hon. Members on the opposite 
side will be aroused against the alteration 
of the law as proposed in this sub-section. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorks, N.R., 
Thirsk): I think my hon. and learned 
friend who has just sat down cannot 
practise very much in the criminal courts, 
otherwise he would have known that 
negligence is already a crime. Let a 
father or mother neglect their child, and 
see whether they do not fall under the 
Acts for the Protection of Children. I 
think my hon. and learned friend has not 
read the sub-section with great care. He 
said that a man might be sent to prison 


| if on three occasions he allowed one of his 


employees to be guilty of negligence. 
That penalty, however, is only to be 
imposed if, in the opinion of the court, a 


| fine does not meet the necessities of the 


[ might reasonably have | 


which is lacking in this Act. By Section 6 | 
of the Act of 1875 it is provided that the | 


penal section—i.c., the section inflicting 
criminal punishment—shall not apply if 
it be shown that there is an absence of 


knowledge on the part of the person | 


accused. 


In that Act you have the very | 


safeguard for which we are contending in | 


It would have been much 
simpler if in looking to the Act 
of 1875 in order to strengthen 
the existing penalties the draughtsman 
had picked out from 
precise offences to which this new 
penalty is intended to apply. That, 
however, is a matter of detail. I have 
risen more especially to draw the atten- 


. 


this Act. 


that Act the. 


case. I have great confidence in the way 
in which the law is administered in this 
country, and I do not think that a man 
would be sent to prison for some trifling 
neglect on the part of his employee. In 
some cases men make such profits by the 
sale of margarine and butter that they do 
not care for fines. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Hallam 
Division of Sheffield attributed to my 
hon. friend the Member for South 
Mayo a desire to shield the great dis- 
tributors. For my part I have no desire, 
in supporting the Amendment, to protect 
the great distributors. The great dis- 
tributors are very well able to take care 
of themselves. They always have the 
best legal advice, and it is not with any 
desire to stand between them and the law 
that I am supporting this Amendment. I 
am looking at the matter from the point 
of view of the small trader, in comparison 
with whom the large distributor will be 
in a position of great advantage. In the 
first place, may I point out that it will 
always be possible for the great distributor, 
the man who has an abundance of funds 
at his back, ‘to appeal from the convie- 
tion of the Court of Summary Jurisdic- 


| tion to Quarter Sessions, whereas a poor 


man, although technically having the same 
right, will practically be excluded from 
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taking full advantage of the law! It is | precedent for it. Even the ingenuity of 


difticult to ascertain, upon the spur of the 
moment, what will be the precise-effect of 
this very drastic provision, but I believe | 
that any man who sold for the third time 
margarine containing more than 10 per | 
cent. of butter would be liable to imprison- | 
ment for three months. It is said, of 
course, on the other side, that we must | 
rely upon the discretion of the court. | 
We have been told that the section is | 


arefully guarded, and it is perfectly true | 
that the section says that imprisonment | 
must only be awarded if the court is of 
opinion that a fine will not meet the 
necessities of the case. The hon. and) 
learned Gentleman who preceded me said 
that we have confidence in the adminis- | 
tration of justice. Admitting, and admit- 
ting as I do most cordially, that the 
public have confidence, as a rule, in the 
way in which justice is administered in 
this country, can we feel confidence in 
this particular case? 1 hope I am not 
saying anything which may give reason- 
able offence to the House, but a great 
deal of very strong feeling has 
exhibited in relation to the offences with 
which this Bill will deal, and the justices 
who, in their discretion, will have to! 
award imprisonment are drawn precisely 
from that class of society from which 
gentlemen are drawn who sit on that side 
of the House. Admitting, therefore, in 
general that we may fairly rely 
just administration of the law, 
say there is some reason to fear 
prejudice may enter into the administra- 
tion of this Act. I should like to ask a 
question which might change my attitude 
towards this portion of the Bill. 
the Government be willing to accept the 


I must 


Amendment, which stands later on the | 
Paper, giving to the offender who, if 


convicted, would be liable to imprison- 
ment, the right to demand trial by jury 4 
If that concession were 
Government it would certainly alter my 
attitude towards this clause, and I think 
before we vote upon it we have a right to 
know at what decision the Government 
have arrived in regard to it. 


*Mr. LONG: The ¢ 


Member refers, because 
the general law. 
these proposals represent a new departure 
in legislation. 

Mr, Pickersgill. 


| Health 


been | 


on the 


that | 


Would | 


made by the | 


rovernment cannot | 
accept the Amendment to which the hon. | 
it would alter | 
It is not the case that | 


There is more than one | 


‘the hon. and learned Member could not 
| draw a distinction between the section of 


an Act which gives the court the right to 


| impose six months’ imprisonment without 


| the option of a fine, where the offence is 
one for exposing and offering for sale 
articles unfit for food, o r fruit. unfit for 
consumption. It not ‘als gives the 
court power, without the option of a 
fine, to impose imprisonment for six 


|months for the sale of unsound meat or 


unsound fruit, but the London Public 
Act of 1891 says that punish- 
ment may be inflicted for the first offence, 


Mr. ROBSON: Does the right hon, 
Gentleman suggest that there is no dis- 
tinction between the case of exposing 
meat unfit for human consumption where 
the person charged knows it is to be such, 
and the offences under this Bill ? 


*Mr. LONG: I am astonished at the 
hon. and learned Member’s question, 
| Even in the course of the past week there 
| has been a notorious case mentioned vs 
| the newspapers, in which a defendant wa 
| charged with this offence, and in which a 
ple ded that he was not only not a party 
to the transaction, but that one of his own 
‘servants brought the matter under the 
notice of the officer of health. In the 
phraseology of the clause there is every 
protection for the honest trader or for 
the unfortunate man charged without 
being personally negligent or guilty. The 
clause was inserted in the Grand Com- 
mittee in consequence of the almost 
unanimous opinion expressed during the 
debate on the Second Reading. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I think the 
question of sending a man to prison is 
/much too serious a question to be dis- 
cussed with any feeling on either side of 
‘the House. I should be glad if Her 
Majesty’s Government could see their 
way to take out this clause, which they 
did not themselves think wise to insert, 
but which was inserted by the Grand 
Committee, a body which [ cannot 
acknowledge thoroughly represented the 
views of the House of Commons. I have 
no wish to defend in any way the big trader, 
| who has 500 or 600 shops—he is a man 
who is perfectly able to take care 
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of himself—but I think we ought 
to consider the question of the 
small trader, who often cannot obtain 
good legal advice, and is a somewhat 
ignorant person. He is, however, very 
valuable in the country. He does a great 
part of our local work, and we ought to pro- 
tect him from any injustice. I consider 
we are running the risk of inflicting upon 
this class of the community, against whom 
there is a considerable amount of vague 
prejudice, which, I am certain, is far from 
being justified, a very serious and grave 
injury. I would, therefore, ask Her 
Majesty’s Government to consider care- 
fully whether they cannot strike out of 
the Act the words which they themselves 
did not wish to see inserted. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside): It seems to me that Her 
Majesty’s Government have made out no 
case for the insertion of this provision. 
The right hon. Gentleman has stated that 
they had abundant evidence upstairs to 
justify the course which they are now 
pursuing. I have listened carefully to this 
Debate, and I have heard no evidence 
whatever to justify such a clause as is 
now proposed being carried into law. I 
have had some little experience in ad- 
ministering the Food and Drugs Act for 
the last eleven years, having served upon 
a committee in one of the most populous 
counties of the country, and I do not call 
to mind a single case where any in- 
dividual has ever been found guilty of an 
offence on two or three occasions. There 
are, however, occasionally cases where a 
repeated offence occurs of a publican 
watering spirits. But to send a man to 
gaol for three months, as is proposed in 


this sub-section, is a penalty altogether | 


inappropriate to the offence. If a case 
did occur in which an individual adul- 
terated an article on three different 
occasions, I feel quite sure that public 
opinion would resent such adulteration, 
and that the offender would suffer in 
addition to the fine which might be im- 
posed upon him. On these grounds I 
propose to vote against the clause. 


*Mr. MADDISON: As I intend to vote 
for the Amendment of the hon. Member 
for South Mayo, I feel it is necessary for me 
to explain my position, especially after 
the remark of the right hon. Gentleman 
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who represents another division of 
Sheffield. He twitted my hon. friend 
with being undemocratic. Well, I hardly 
think that charge will have much 
weight in this House, for he does 
not often err in that direction. 
But if my right hon. friend has suddenly 
turned Democrat, I want to know 
whether he is prepared to extend this 
sort of legislation to the railway director, 
who, year after year, in spite of reports 
of Board of Trade inspectors, keeps the 
shunting-yard dark and kills men yearly. 
Is he prepared to commit to prison the 
slum landlord, who, generation after gene- 
ration, has slowly but surely murdered 
people, and made a fortune in doing it ? 
[ approach an Amendment of this sort 
with all my natural prejudices in favour 
| of the Bill. I have been engaged for 
| some portion of my life in opposing—and, 
| as I think, rightly—the unjust exactions 
of employers largely brought under this 
sub-section. But it is not a question of 
democracy at all; it is a question of 
justice. | agree with my hon. friend that 
this is a vindictive proposal, and I will 
oppose vindictive legislation whether it is 
directed against men struggling to be free 
in Ireland, or strikers, or any other class 
of the community. I certainly did think 
that there was a difference between the 
case quoted by the right hon. Gentleman 
and many of thg offences which will be 
brought under this Bill. To expose meet, 
obviously bad, or fruit, is a very different 
thing from some of the offences specified 
in this Bill. I agree with my hon. friend 
|the Member for Bethnal Green that this 
is not a question of the big trader at 
| all. Does any hon. Member think that 
iif a firm of reputation happened 
| to be implicated in some _ offence 
‘under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
that Sir Thomas Lipton, for instance, 
‘for the third offence would be given 
three months’ “hard”? There is a 
pretence of democracy in this Bill 
which is a sham from beginning to 
end. If it confined itself to such atro- 
cious offences as that of killing innocent 
babies with skimmed milk I would support 
the right hon. Gentleman’s proposal for 
imprisonment if it were three years instead 
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of three months. But the offences under 
this Bill are ofa technical kind. I hope 
people will break the law. I hope, for in- 
stance, they will not confine their margarine 
to 10 per cent. of butter fat; I want the 
poor of this country to have the very best 
bargains. I think that a sub-section like 
this ought not to be passed, because the 
Bill is not a measure containing grave 
offences only, but offences which are 
purely technical offences, and which I do 
not regard, and a great many other Mem- 
bers do not regard, as offences at all, 
unless it has become an offence under a 
Conservative Government to make an 
article better. I shall vote for my hon. 
friend’s Amendment because the Bill as it 
stands brings within the meshes of the 
law people who, in the ordinary accepta- 
tion of the term, are not criminals at all. 


Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE (Walsall): I 
hope the Government will stand by the 
clause, because I wish to see the same 
law for the rich as for the poor. Ifa 
rich man is fined £50 he can pay it, and 
it represents no punishment, but if a 
poor man is fined 5s, for neglecting to 
send his child to school he very frequently 
has to go to prison. 


*Mr. DUCKWORTH (Lancashire, Mid- 
dleton): I am sorry this Debate has 
gone away from the main purpose of 
the Bill. This is not a party measure at 
all, and I think it is a mistake to intro- 
duce into it party motives and feelings. 
The first object of this Bill is to protect 
the public against adulteration, the 
second is not to interfere in any way 
with legitimate business, and the third is 
not to harass or annoy the honest trader. 
I have no party feeling in this matter, 
and the Votes which I have given in 


tives but to carry out what I conceived 
to be the object of right hon. Gentlemen in 
charge of the Bill, which was if not en- 
tirely to do away with adulteration to 
make it next to impossible in the 
future for it to he perpetrated 
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‘The hon. Member for the Scotland Divi- 


sion of Liverpool brought before us the 
wrong that would be done to a person, so 
far as his character is concerned, if he 
were brought before a magistrate and sent 
to prison. But what about the man who 
has no character? Iam most strongly 
convinced that if you do not retain this 
clause in the Bill the worst possible 
criminals will escape, because fines will 
have no effect on them whatever, and 
they will not cease to carry on fraud. 
Let me give a case which is very well 
known in the trade. A firm has been 
hunted from two places where they were 
fined repeatedly. They remained in one 
locality and sold margarine for butter until 
the place got too hot for them, and then they 
moved to the second place and remained 
there until it got too hot also, and now 
they are in the third place, and since 
this Bill went into Committee they have 
been fined again. That is the kind of 
fraud we want to stop, and those are the 
kind of criminals we want to get hold of. 
What is the use of discussing this Bill, if 
you allow the worst criminals to escape ! 
The right hon. Gentleman made up his 
mind, earnestly and sincerely, that he 
would stop this fraud, but it can only be 
done inthis way. I know that I am 
going against some of my friends and 
against some associations in supporting 
the clause, and I am told if this Bill 
passed I might be brought before the 
magistrates in less than a fortnight. It 
would be cowardly on my part to allow 
such a fraud to go on without stating my 
view upon it, and speaking in defence of 


the Bill. 


Mr. CAWLEY Prest- 


(Lancashire, 


wich): It appears to me that the penalty 
Committee were not given for party mo- | 


under this clause will only be inflicted on 
the small shopkeeper. I think it would 
be almost impossible to bring home a case 
of adulteration tothe proprietor of a 
large number of shops, or to the directors 
of a limited liability company. Who are 
you going to imprison when you summon 
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a board of directors? Is it to be only the 
chairman, or would the entire board be 
This clause will only apply 


imprisoned ? 
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brought under this law. I think it is 
not fair to pass a measure by which the 
small shopkeeper will be placed in a worse 


to the small shopkeeper who conducts his | position than his wealthy rival. 


own business in one shop, and I think it 
is extremely hard that small retailers 
should be subject to imprisonment when 
their competitors, with enormous capital | 
at their command, cannot possibly be | 71. 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 188 ; Noes, 
(Division List, No. 287.) 
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Caldwell, James Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSir U | Spicer, Albert 
Cameron,SirCharles(Glasgow) | Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth | Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. to 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. Langley, Batty Strachey, Edward su 
Cawley, Frederick _| Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land | Tennant, Harold John Ch 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) | Ure, Alexander } 
Colville, John Leuty, Thomas Richmond Wallace, Robert th 
Crilly, Daniel Lough, Thomas Whiteley, George (Stockport) se 
Crombie, John William | M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer Ww 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) | M‘Crae, George Williams, J. Carvell (Notts. ) ag 
Denny, Colonel M‘Ewan, William Wilson, H. J. (Yorks, W. R.) 1 
Dewar, Arthur M‘Ghee, Richard Woods, Samuel : 
Doogan, P. C. Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand fif 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Norton, Capt. Cecil William | TELLERS FoR THE NOES~— a 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) Nussey, Thomas Willans Mr. Davitt and Mr. W: 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert | O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) Maddison. th 
Sm CHARLES CAMERON : The] Drugs Acts has been within twelve months yee 
Amendment which I now move is pro-| previously convicted of another offence . 
posed to mitigate somewhat the clause by | under those Acts the Court may, if it he 
inserting the word “culpable” before | thinks fit and finds that he knowingly 
“ negligence.” and wilfully committed both those fe 
offences, order that a notice of the facts Pe 
Amendment proposed— be affixed in such form and manner and tL 
“In Clause 16, page 6, line 39, after ‘or’ to | for such period, not exceeding twenty-one 1 
insert ‘ culpable.’ ”—(Sir Charles Cameron.) days, as the Court may order, to any of 
. . : . Y oO 
Amendment agreed to. premises occupied by that person, and a 
that he do pay the costs of such affixing ; i 
Mr, J. H. JOHNSTONE: The Amend. | nd if any person obstructs the affixing of in 
ment that I propose is that where a} ven bere ag ne a af eee Se re 
person has been convicted of an offence | nen ~“ 1 “se ‘hall. = ag: a cle ae ke m 
under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act | liabl vee y hs “' ils ‘ 7 poe £7 le 
within twelve months of a previous con- yu xd din  £5."._1Mr. He 6 4 Jol ee -_ ka 
viction, the Court may order that a notice | X°°°®™8 #9: —(Mr, Heywood Johnstone.) If 
of the facts be affixed to the premises of : ss h: 
the occupier. This provision is taken , — oe ep That those words lo 
verbatim from the Food and Drugs Act, | "© “ere Mserted. fr 
1887. I can only add that this course er 
has been recommended by the Select Com-| _ SIR R. B. FINLAY: I hope that the de 
mittee on the Adulteration of Food and | House will come to the conclusion which fr 
Drugs, which thought that the effect of has already been arrived at by the Grand 
the proposal would be useful. Committee, that it is not desirable that 
: - go | this additional penalty should be imposed. 
Amendment proposed or cal 46, line 42, | Tt is perfectly true that the Select Com- 
after the word “months,” to insert the | mittee recommended that it would be 
words— desirable that the offender should be 
“(3) Where a person convicted of | pilloried, but it is obvious that that can- os 
an offence under the Sale of Food and | not be done without special power. Our re 
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7 courts of law, however, are open, and any { name. The object was two-fold — first, 
ni interesting items of local news are well that the period should be inserted in the 
ES-— known. The Press advertise the fact of a Bill within which the prosecution should 
and conviction, and there is no necessity for take place, and second, that proceedings 
entrusting the power to the courts to affix should date from the date when the pro- 
a notice of the conviction to the house or ceedings commenced and not from the 
shop of the culprit—as, according to the date of the warrant. It may be said that 
hon. Member, is done in some foreign | there should on the one hand be sufficient 
mb.) countries. | time for tests to be made, in order that 
the prosecution may secure evidence for 
gh Mr. J. H. JOHNSTONE: I made no their case ; but if on the other hand the 
n) reference to foreign countries. What I | period is too long it is almost impossible 
| said was, that a similar protection already to secure a conviction. Many grocers, 
; exists on our own Statute Book. traders, and druggists buy articles and 
ure) | keep them for many months in stock, and 
Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: I have listened it is important that the proceedings should 
to the Solicitor-General with the greatest ‘ate from the time of the warranty and 
surprise, seeing that that hon. and learned 0t from the time of the receipt of the 
Gentleman only two minutes ago insisted | articles in stock. He moved: 
that an offender against this Act should be 
ort) sent to prison. He says that it would be Amendment proposed— 
ar un-English to have the fact of a conviction “In page 7, line 11, after the words last in- 
id) | against dentor exhibited in his shop. sre einer the wer a es 
This law has been in force for forty Or Food re Drugs Act, 1855, may be instituted 
fifty years in France, and the public have | within twelve months from the time when the 
S— aright to demand that they should be matter of such proceedings arose.’”—(Mr. 
Mr. warned by a_ notice in his shop Jeph A. Pease.) 
that a fraudulent dealer _ has been Question proposed, “ That those words 
ths convicted of fraudulent dealing. The sa: dlinuiy Sinenibesl” 
ned only solid argument that the  Soli- 
f it citor-General used was that. people Sir R. B. FINLAY hoped that the 
gly hav : the opportunity of reading of the con- hon. Gentleman would not press his 
ose vietion in the newspapers. How many | Amendment. The period of limitation 
cts people read the newspapers? Not as many under the present law was six months, 
ind as I would desire. But, as a matter of fact, | and he could not see any sufficient reason 
one the people who read the newspapers from | foy extending the period to twelve 
ay day to day are in a very small minority jonths, 
me of the 2 grees — od = | 
ever read the convictions under an Act | ee ae 
iB 3 like this, But the Solicitor - General Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
‘de insists that a poor individual who rarely; Mr. J. H. JOHNSTONE moved the 
ing reads a newspaper except on a Sunday Amendment standing in his name. The 
os morning, when he has a couple of hours’ words which he proposed to omit were 
not leisure, is supposed to trace out and to inserted in Grand Committee in the teeth 
1e.) spew - 7 —— — he aye of the opposition of the Government, and 
the Amendment Is accepted, all that he were carried by a somewhat narrow 
rds has got to do is to go to the shop and | majority. It must be the opinion of all 
look at the window. If the dealer is a those who have had to do with the ad- 
fraudulent dealer his customers are yinistration of the Adulteration Acts 
i. ig to know that he is a fraudulent ¢hat the addition of these words would be 
ealer, and he ought not to be protected ost mischievous. 
. from the consequences of his own fraud. 
n 
, ‘ Amendment proposed : 
tiie 
7 Seaem Pah amt nageave. | “In page 7, line 20, to leave out the words 
| from the beginning of Clause 19, to the words 
al Other Amendments made. ‘a warranty, in line 23."—(u.r. J. H. 
nd Johnstone.) 
kn *Mr. J. A. PEASE said he had been | Question proposed, “That the words 
ur asked by the County Council of Durham proposed to be left out stand part of the 
to move the Amendment standing in his | Bj}),” 
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*Mr. LONG: The question raised by 
the Amendment of my hon. friend is one 
of the not least difficult questions dealt 
with during the progress of this measure. 
The effect of my hon. friend’s proposal 
would be to bring back the Bill to the 
condition in which it was when it passed 
the Second Reading and was sent up to 
the Grand Committee. The suggestion 
is that an invoice should be put in the 
same position as a warranty. As the 
House knows, the retail dealer who pro- 
duces a warranty can plead the warranty 


as a sufficient answer to a charge of adul- | 
teration, and he is entitled to an acquittal. | 


Under the Margarine Act an invoice is 
put in the same position as a warranty. 
But the Margarine Act is not an Adultera- 
tion Act at all. 


change. When we introduced the Bill 
into the House we believed that we were 
going to give to the invoice the same 
advantages as that of the warranty, and 
that that would be a warning to the dis- 
tributors who would be affected under 
this clause. In the Committee upstairs, 
however, an Amendment moved by Mr. 
Webster, who was then a Member of the 
House, was carried by a majority of four, 
and that altered in this respect the 
character of the Bill. During the course 
of the Debate upstairs I said | would not 


myself take action to alter the Bill down | 


here, and that I would not myself 
move an Amendment but should leave 
it to the House of Commons to decide 
whether or no this change should be 
made in the Bill. Since that date I have 
had, of course, a great many communica- 
tions from various people on this subject. 
In fact, no part of the Bill seems to have 
received so much attention from the out- 
side as this clause. Certainly all the 
evidence which reaches me, goes to show 
that this change introduced into the Bill 
in Grand Committee, by which an invoice 
is given the legal force of a warranty, 
will be attended with very great danger 
from the point of view of the successful 
detection and prosecution of the defendant. 
I have received communications from 
many local authorities, who all allege 
that the efficiency of the Act would be 
seriously imperilled in this respect. 
Therefore the demand of the wholesale 
dealer for protection of that kind seems 
to me to be fair. We have, from inde- 
pendent authoritics, the same direction. I 


have communicated with the Home Office | 
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But, none the less, it | 
has been used as a justification of this | 
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| on the subject, and the Home Office state 
| that the opinions they have obtained 
show that the result of retaining these 
| words will be to render the administra- 
| tion of the existing law more difficult. 
|The opinion of several of the London 
| magistrates was that it would be a great 
| misfortune if they were retained. One of 
the strongest expressions of opinion comes 
| from the Journal of the Medical Officers 
'of Health, which states that it hopes that 
| Clause 19 as it now stands will be either 
| amended or struck out. There is a very 
| 

| 


great concensus of opinion all pointing in 
one direction. These invoices are issued, 
|I am informed, frequently by young ap- 
| prentices, but if the clause is passed as it 
now stands that work will have to be per- 
formed in a very different way. It is 
asserted on behalf of retailers that it is 
| difficult and almost impossible to obtain a 
| warranty at present, because the retail- 
| ers are under certain financial obligations 
to the wholesale houses. We all would 
regret to add any additional burden to 
| men who conduct their business under such 
| difficult circumstances, but that is not an 
argument with which to appeal to the 
House of Commons. Under all the 
circumstances I believe the Amendment 
of my hon. friend is in the right direction, 
and that it will be wiser and safer for us 
_to return to the position in which the Bill 
originally stood, rather than adopt a 
| provision which, however it be amended, 
| exposes us to very great risk. Under 
| these circumstances, while leaving this 
|matter entirely to the decision of the 
bere I shall myself without doubt or 





hesitation support my hon. friend’s 
Amendment. 

| 

| Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 


| District) : I would not have taken part in 
| this Debate at this hour were it not that 
from communications which I have 
|received I am convinced there is a great 
| body of opinion in favour of making some 
| kind of invoice, if not every invoice, a 
| warranty. The way in which the matter 
has been put by the right hon. Gentleman 
is, I admit, extremely plausible, but let me 
| put the contrary arguments used in the 
Grand Committee. Under the Act of 
1875 it was thought right to make a pro- 
vision to deal with the ease where a man 
honestly bought articles of food or drugs 
which were afterwards found to be in- 
jurious, and with which he obtained an 
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I{are willing to speak the truth and to 


1485 Sale of Food 


express warranty from the seller. 


{20 Juty 1899} and Drugs Bill. 


would ask the Solicitor-General how | behave honestly. I respectfully protest 
we are going to make a_ distinc- | against the action of the Government on 


tion between the case of an express this occasion. One qualification I must, 
warranty and the case of an invoice | however, make. I do not think an in- 
describing the goods. By the Sale of | voice standing alone is sufficient. Even 
Goods Act, 1893, the description con-| if the principle were granted, the wording 
tained in the contract of sale was made} of the invoice would not be sufficient. 
for all purposes equivalent to an express | With that qualification, and dealing with 
warranty. Let me take a concrete case | the matter on principle, and not from a 
which may arise. Supposing I buy from | party point of view, I would ask the House 
a wholesale butter merchant one cask | to reject the Amendment. 

of best Danish butter; I write for | 
the goods ; he writes back stating thathe| Sim CHARLES CAMERON: I also 
has consigned to me one cask of best | urge the same view as that expressed 
Danish butter, and he encloses the invoice. | by my hon. and learned friend. The 
The invoice is a document which contains | principle of invoices is not confined in the 
the words “one cask of Danish butter at | Sale of Goods Act or to the Margarine 
so-and-so,” with some discount allowance | Act. The Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs 
for cash, and below is the total amount I! Act of 1893 constituted an invoice a 








have to pay. If, when I receive the con- 
signment, the butter is not the best 
Danish butter, or if it be not butter at all, 
I have, under the Act of 1893, a right to 
reject the cask, and if I break the cask 
and proceed to sell its contents, and if an 


analyst discovers it is not butter at all | 


but margarine, I havea right of action 
against the person who consigned it. 
There is no suggestion that I have been 
negligent in entering into that civil con- 
tract. That is the way in which most of 


our contracts are made, for the simple | 


reason that in business the general con- 
clusion is that a man is honest. 


I have a right against the seller of 
this butter under that Act, why should 
I be placed in a_ worse 
now ! 


exercising the minds of retail dealers in | 
From communications I | 


this country. 
have received from associations of traders 
in Glamorganshire and Monmouthshire, 


this matter is rightly or wrongly regarded | 


as vital to their business. I do not see 
anything in the argument against a proper 
invoice being recognised as an express 


warranty. Why should a grocer in Swan- | 


sea, dealing for years with a particular 
firm, be put to the trouble of writing for 


an express warranty? The firm might | 


say, “ We give you very good terms, but 
if you impertinently ask us fora warranty, 
we must make our methods of business 
very different.” These are new offences, 
and in dealing with these matters we 
should not go on the presumption that 
men are dishonest, but go on the time- 
honoured principle of business that men 


That has | 
heen the great principle of our law. — If | 


position | 
That is the question which is | 


| warranty, because that was the only 
| possible way to prevent the adulteration 
'of feeding stuffs. The doctrine of 
| warranty in that Act is so far extended 
| that even any circular describing goods 
is held to have the effect of a warranty. 
That is the way the Board of Agriculture 
protected the purity of feeding stuffs and 
fertilisers, and it appears to me that 
every argument which led to the adoption 
| of that procedure in that Act applies also 
to the present Bill, with of course any 
needed modifications. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that retailers have a right 
to ask for a warranty, but my hon. and 
learned friend has pointed out how very 
|injurious and inconvenient that would 
be in many cases. These hucksters buy 
in very small quantities, and it would be 
very difficult to obtain a formal written 
warranty in every case. They should be 
entitled to buy with an implied warranty, 
and I am sure the provision in the Feed- 
ing Stuffs and Fertilisers Act would work 
equally well in this Act. 


| 


| 


Mr. BRYCE: It seems to me that 
this is mainly a question which is within 
the knowledge of those who are engaged 
in trade and of those who administer the 
law as magistrates, and who come into 
contact with the difficulties which arise. 
| One thing is quite clear, and that is that 
the clause ought not to stand exactly in its 
present form. The word “invoice” is a 
' very vague and might be a very mislead- 
ing term. The question might also arise 
as to whether particular documents are or 
are not invoices, and it would be easy to 
evade the matter by sending a statement 
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of goods in some other form. I think it | they approve of the Amendment. They 
would be inadvisable to let the substance | would prefer that an invoice should not 
of the matter turn on the word “ invoice.” | be regarded as a warranty, but if the word 
We should have some words conveying a | “invoice” is to be used at all as a 
description of quality, whether in the | warranty it ought to be guarded, and 
form of an invoice or in some other form. | if the House approves of the suggestion, 
In that respect the clause clearly requires I will move to insert, after the word 
amendment. On the substance of the | “invoice” the following words, taken 
point—namely, whether or not adescrip- | from the Act of 1875, “ stating the nature, 
tion stating the quality of the goods! substance, and quality.” 
hould carry an implied warranty with it >ADCLIFER COOKE 
. : «ee | Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Hereford) : 
woare abreast of an extremely difficult I agree with my hon. and learned friend 
question. One would like to know what) — © iy ae 7 : 
; ea | opposite that it would be very difficult 
the experience of the working of the. : ‘See ar ‘ 
oa alge for retailers dealing with wholesale houses 
somewhat similar provision in the Mar- | ngs ; 
: : -,| to demand an express warranty. It is 
garine Act has been, and whether it sae 
~a Techie . ;, | extremely probable that an invoice does 
facilitated the discovery of fraud. We | ; ete: fi aia 
are all agreed on putting down fraud, and | ee eran: wen Seen oe 
oo gg Se »” «| sufficient authority to demand from the 
the question is to discover it whether in | \ Ky ae hia eee 
; | wholesale dealer a detailed invoice sufti- 
the retailer or the wholesaler. I should |. estate of whet hace TS 
have thought that one of the greatest | ee eee 
i elit ees _ adopt the words of the hon. Member 
difficulties in administering these Acts aiid iids deal ts Sealey 40 excaanat 
and the one which led to the intro-| 41. Wholesale de: 7 : f ae Alig P 
duction of the present Bill is the ee ee 
ne | quences of his fraudulent act. 
reluctance of local authorities to 
prosecute and magistrates to convict.| Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): I 
That largely arises from the fact that) hope the Government will accept the 
they feel that the retailer is not really the | Amendment. The last man who sold an 
guilty party, and that he must take what-| article to the consumer is the one who 
ever goods he gets, and therefore the local | ought to be held responsible, and under 
authorities and the magistrates administer | no circumstances should that responsi- 
the law less vigilantly and stringently. | bility be held to be evaded. The decision 
The question is whether we will not meet | of the Committee upstairs was more or 
ee noni ped if w get to” ae hate ' less of am — yee am very glad 
ead and source of the evil—the whole- | to see that the House of Commons is in a 
sale dealer. I should have thought that, | mood to reverse it. 
by the use of proper words, the wholesale | GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
dealer could Nag nity i > se striki ad Haverfordwest) : I trust the Amendment 
mgs at awe —” ee y -t M8 | will be carried. Again and again it has 
aaa yaar . on _ i om the | been said that the local authorities will 
Bill to a we had better leave the /not do their duty, but if this clause is 
Bill as it stands. carried as it stands it will make it more 
en | difficult for them to do their duty. What 
Sir R. ted FINLAY : 1 ‘ — J | is the use of us spending our time in try- 
feel that t — ee +?e — ‘d sek 7 | ing to make this Bill workable as an Act 
on or a _ = 4 — |if we are unable to enforce it ? 
entleman opposite ; but since the matter | ae — 
was before the Grand Committee, we have Be A. C.  bpetpeaiste -OW on 
had a great deal of evidence which I ad- ests geet ): a am 7 he¥ —t 
mit has produced a great effect on my | mistaken, the puctnge ee Premgesd the hes we 
mind. If the general opinion of those | Stuffs Act vol no eo Ww yee 
who are interested in the working of the | and if any re mente! vats a ee es 
Act, that its adoption would strike a |" Involee, it hat ‘spl 4 that that 
very serious blow at the efficiency of the | reliance is entirely misplaced, 
Act be correct, then I think we ought to) Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
pause before we make ourselves a party | Camlachie) : I think that the information 
to any such enactment. | given by the hon. Member who spoke last 
is scarcely accurate. I must say, from 
*Mr. J. A. PEASE: My county council | my experience, the Feeding Stuffs Act 
have gone very fully into this matter, and | has worked extremely well, What the 


Mr. Bryce, 
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Government ought to do is to follow up 


the giver of the invoice, and pursue to 


conviction the wholesale dealer. 


*Mr. SPICER (Monmouth Boroughs): 
I have no connection with the trade in food, 
but Ido know something of the wholesale 
trade, and it seems to me that the Bill as 
it stands now is in favour of a retailer, 
and gives him proper protection, as against 
the wholesale dealer. On the other hand, 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
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responsibility from the wholesale dealer, 
and to put undue responsibility on the 
retailer. I venture to say there will be 
no difficulty if the wholesale dealer knows 
that the invoice carries a warranty. The 
wholesale dealer ought to bear the re- 
sponsibility, and he is able to look after 
himself. Believing that the Amendment 
would be unfair to the retailer, I shall 
vote against it. 


and Drugs Bill. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 42 ; Noes, 
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Sale of Food 
Warde, Lieut. -C 


| Wylie, Alexander 


Mr. BRYCE: I appeal to the Govern- 
ment to let us go home now. We have 
made very considerable progress with the 
discussion of the Bill, and the Govern- 
ment did not expect that they would get 
the Bill through to-night. When the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
House got the additional time, he implied 
that he would not ask the House to sit 
very late. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 


E.): I am quite aware that the Govern- 
ment could not in the present cireum- 
stances long resist the appeal that has 
just been made. I, however, appeal to 
hon. Members in their own interests to 
finish the Bill. There is nothing left of 
it of any importance whatever, and 
might be finished in a short time. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE: I have an Amend- 
ment which is of considerable importance, 
and I believe the Government are pre- 
pared to accept it. I beg to move. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 7, line 30, after the word ‘ person,’ 
to insert the words, ‘ Where the defendant in 
a prosecution under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts has been discharged under the 
provisions of Section 25 of the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act, 1875, or of Section 7 of the 
Margarine Act, 1887, as respectively amended 
by this Act, any proceedings under ‘the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Acts for giving the warranty 


{COMMONS} 


Williams, Colonel R wet 
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o].C.E.(Kent) | Wyndham, George 


| Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
(Bath) | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
| Mr. Heywood Johnstone 


er and Mr. John Burns. 


or invoice relied on by the defendant in such 
prosecution may be taken as well before a 
Court having jurisdiction in the place where 
the article of food or drug to which the war- 
ranty or invoice relates was purchased for 
analysis as before a Court haying jurisdiction 
in the place where the w wre or invoice 
was given.’ ”—(Mr. Joseph A. Pease.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted. ” 


Sirk CHARLES CAMERON : This is 
a most important Amendment. I rather 
think I sympathise with it, but it is not 
on the Paper. 


*Mr. LONG: The hon. Member for 
Glasgow is technically right when he 
says this Amendment is not on the Paper. 
A similar Amendment is, however, on the 
Paper, and there is only an alteration in 
the phraseology. 


Sirk CHARLES CAMERON: The 
phraseology is everything. Does the 
right hon. Gentleman expect us to discuss 
the wisdom of the phraseology ? That is 
not the proper way to conduct business. 
I move that the Debate be now ad- 
journed. 


Motion made and Question put—‘“ That 
the Debate be now adjourned.” — Sir 
Charles Cameron. 


The House divided: Ayes, 
113. (Division List No. 289.) 
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AYES. 


Asher, Alexander 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Davitt, Michael 

Doogan, P. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 
Gladstone,Rt. Hon. H. John 


Horniman, Fred 


Jones, DavidBry 


M‘Crae, George 
Oldroyd, Mark 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Humphreys: -Owen, Arthur C. 
Lambert, George 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cumb. ) 
C. Macaleese, Daniel 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 


Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh, 
Sullivan, Donal (Westme: ith) 
Ure, Alexander 


Williams, JohnCarvell(Notts. ) 
Wilson, HenryJ.(York, W. R.) 
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Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE: This is 
a long Amendment which I did not 
understand as the hon. Member read it. 
It may be a very good Amendment, but 
at this hour of the morning we ought not 
to be asked to discuss an Amendment to 
such an important clause. 


(Question put and agreed to. 


Smr CHARLES CAMERON: In mov- 


ing this Amendment I will only say that | 
many cases in which | 


there have been 
grocers have been fined for the technical 
offence of selling, for instance, a tin of 
syrup adulterated with glucose. It is 
utterly impossible for a grocer to know 
anything about the adulteration, and in 
one case in Scotland, although the grocer 
was fined, the Sheriff expressed the 
opinion that he was not morally guilty. 
It is a very important question. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 7, line 34, after the word ‘so, to 
insert the words: ‘(3) Where any article of 
food is sold in tins or bottles in which it has 
been packed by the manufacturer, a label 
affixed by the manufacturer or wholesale dealer 
to such tins or bottles setting forth the nature 


of their contents, or a circular or advertise- 
ment setting forth the nature of the contents 
of such tins or bottles, and distributed along 
with them by the manufacturer or wholesale 
desler, shall, for the purposes of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Acts, be held to constitute a 
warranty.’ ”—(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: I hope the House 
will not accept this Amendment. We 
have already decided by a large majority 
that the words constituting an invoice a 
warranty should be struck out. This 
proposal is even more sweeping, because it 
proposes that even a circular or an adver- 
tisement may constitute a warranty. 


Str CHARLES CAMERON: Would 
‘the right hon. Gentleman accept the 
| Amendment without the words “ cir- 
| cular or advertisement ” ? 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: Even without 
|these words I hope the House will not 
accept the Amendment. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 30 ; Noes, 
107. (Division List, No. 290.) 
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Asher, Alexander 

Bethell, Com:inander 

Bond, Edward 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Davitt, Michael 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Cc harles M. (Lanark) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, J. George Alexander 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J. (Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach. Rt. Hn.SirH. M.( Bristol 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Brassey, Albert 

grodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Burns, John 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, J. Aust’n( Wore r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. ng H. A.E. 


Finch, George 


Finlay, 


Gedge, Sydney 


Jebb, 
Jettreys, 


Knowles, Lees 


Lawson, 


Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cotton- Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Long, Col. C. 


Malcolm, Ian 


Mr. BRYCE: I think the Government 
will find that they will finish the Bill 
quicker in the long run if they allow us 
to go home now. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I admit that if 
hon. Gentlemen desire it, they can 
occupy perhaps another half an hour, and 
under the circumstances I have no objec- 
tion to the adjournment. 


Further consideration, as amended, | 


deferred till Monday next. 





{COMMONS} 
AYES. 


Duckworth, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, David B. 
Lambert, George 
Lawson, Sir W. 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Maealeese, Daniel 


Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam H. 
E vershed, Sydney 

Fellowes, Hon Ailwyn Edwd. 


Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Goldsw orthy, ) -General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goscher, Rt Hin.G.J.(StGeo's.) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 

Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hobhouse, Henry 
tichard C 
Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon-Slaney, 
Keswick, William, 


Laurie, Lieut-General 
John Grant (Yorks.) ! 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Liverp’l) 
Macartney, W G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘killop, James 


Manners, Lord Edward W. J 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 





the House. 


M‘Crae, George 

Oldroyd, Mark 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 

Sinclair, Capt. J.(Forfarshire) 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 

Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts. ) 

Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 

TELLERS FOK THE AYES- 
Sir Charles Cameron and 
Mr. Provand 


(Swansea) 


(Cumberland) 


NOES. 


Milner, Sir Frederick George 
More, Rbt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F.(Monmouthsh.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Pierpoint, Robert 
| Purvis, Robert 
| Rentoul, James Alexander 
titchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
| Seely, Charles Hilton 
| Simeon, Sir Barrington 
| Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M- 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Ure, Alexander 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. 


averhous e 


Col. William 


Currie (Kent) 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Leigh-Bennett, Henry 
Colomb, Sir John C. teadyv Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. Whiteley, H. (Asnton-u.-L.) 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wodehouse, RtHn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B.Stuart- 
Wylie, ‘Alexander 

Ww yndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL. 
Resolved, That the Statement of the 
Estimated Income and Expenditure of 
Greenwich Hospital and Travers’ Founda- 
tion for the year 1899-1900 be approved. 
—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


In pursuance of the Order of the 
House of the 17th day of this instant 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House 
without Question put. 

House adjourned accordingly at ten 
minutes before Two of 
the clock. 
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Friday, 21st July 1899. 


MARQUESS OF HEADFORT. 


Petition of Geoffrey Thomas Marquess 
of Headfort, claiming a right to vote at 
the elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord 
Chancellor to consider and report there- 
upon to the House. 


by the Member. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) PROVI- 


SIONAL ORDER BILL. 

*TuE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BALFourR OF BURLEIGH) : My 
Lords, I beg to move that the Order of 
the 9th of March last—“ That no Provi- 
sional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Tuesday, the 
27th day of June”—be dispensed with, 
and that the Bill be now read a second 
time. ‘This is a Provisional Order made 
by my Office under the Burgh Police Act, 
1892, giving effect to an application on 
the part of the magistrates of Paisley for 
an extension of their borrowing powers. 
The Order was not deposited in the Scot- 
tish Office until the 20th of March, but I 
understand that no blame attaches 
© to the magistrates of. Paisley on 

that ground. As soon as they be- 

came aware of the necessity of the 
$ work for which this money is to be ex- 
% pended, they made the necessary applica- 
# tion, and since that period no time has 
N been lost. The matter was remitted at 
once to the Sheriff for a local inquiry, and 
his report was not received until far on 
in the month of April. We, in the Scot- 
tish Office, did not take many days to 
settle it, but considerable correspondence 
and adjustment of the Sinking Fund was 
necessary, and we were not able to sign 
the Order until June 15. The other 
House of Parliament suspended its Stand- 
ing Orders on the understanding that the 
Bill would be unopposed. There was no 
opposition in that House, and I have 
every reason to think there will be no 
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opposition here. I believe that the 
magistrates and Town Council of Paisley 
are doing what is best in this matter for 
those whose interests they have to guard, 
and I hope that, under the special cir- 
cumstances, your Lordships will agree to 
the suspension of the Standing Orders to 
allow of the Bill being read a second time 
to-day. 


Moved— 


“That the Order of the 9th March last, ‘ that 
no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after Tuesday, the 27th day of 
June next,’ be dispensed with, and that. the 
Bill be now read 23,’ ” 


Toe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortky): My Lords, 
after the explanation which has been 
given by the noble Lord, the Secretary 
for Scotland, I shall not “ the 
motion. 


On Question, agreed to.. 
Bill read 2¢ accordingly. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDER (No. 20) BILL. 


A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 20) BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Lord Glenesk be proposed 
to the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bill in the place of 
the Lord Kenyon ; read, and agreed to. 


LONDON IMPROVEMENTS BILL. 


The Queen’s Consent signified; and 
Bill reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


BELFAST CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 


with Amendments. 


BOOTLE CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


MENSTONE WATER BILL. 
Reported without Amendment. 
31 








1499 Tithe Rent-Charge 
BRADFORD TRAMWAYS AND _ IM- 
PROVEMENT BILL. 


Committee to meet on Friday next. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE TRAMWAYS 
AND IMPROVEMENT ‘BILL. 


Committee to meet on Thursday next. 


UXBRIDGE AND RICKMANSWORTH 
RAILWAY BILL. 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND EP- 
PING FOREST RAILWAY (No. 2) 
BILL. 


Committee to meet on Tuesday next. 


WEST METROPOLITAN RAILWAY 
BILL. 
Committee to meet on Monday next. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
el RAILWAY (VARIOUS POWERS) 
ILL. 


WALKER AND WALLSEND UNION 
GAS (ELECTRIC LIGHTING) BILL. 
Read 34, with the Amendments; further 

Amendments made ; Bill passed, and _re- 

turned to the Commons. 


GREAT NORTHERN AND STRAND 


RAILWAY BILL. 


GREAT WESTERN AND GREAT CEN- 
TRAL RAILWAY COMPANIES BILL. 


SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAY COM- 
PANIES (NEW LINES) BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. 


Read 34, with the Amendments ; further 
Amendments made ; Bill passed, and re- 
turned to the Commons. 


GOOLE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 


House to be in Committee on Monday 
next. 


{LORDS} 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to 
the Commons. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 17) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order) : Bill reported without Amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next. 








RETURNS, REPORTS, &c. 
TREATY SERIES, No. 15 (1899). 


Convention between the United King- 
dom and France for the delimitation of 





their respective possessions to the west of 
‘the Niger, and of their’ respective posses- 
sions and spheres of influence to the east 
of that river; signed at Paris, 14th June, 
1898 ; together with a declaration com- 
pleting the same ; signed at London, 
21st March, 1899. (Ratifications ex- 
changed at Paris, 13th June, 1899.) 


QUEEN’S COLLEGE, CORK. 
Annual Report of the President, for 
the session 1898-99. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 
Report of the Commissioners, for the 
period from Ist April, 1898, to 31st 
March, 1899. 


GOVERNMENT LABORATORY. 
Report of the Principal Chemist of the 
Government Laboratory upon the work 
of the Laboratory for the year ended 
31st March, 1899: with Appendices. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LONDON CORPORATION, 
Annual account of the Chamberlain 
of London: delivered (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; Read 14; 
to be printed; and to be read 2% on 
Monday next (Zhe Earl of Selborne). 
(No. 177.) 
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SMALL HOUSES (ACQUISITION OF 
OWNERSHIP) BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE For THE COLONIES (THE 
EARL OF SELBORNE): My Lords, in 
asking your Lordships to give a Second 
Reading to this Bill, perhaps you 
will allow me to make a few remarks 
by way of introduction. The object of 
the Bill is to assist persons of moderate 
means to acquire the ownership of the 
houses in which they live, and it does so 
by putting at their disposal a simple 
machinery which obviates the. necessity 
for facing those legal terrors which must 
present such a formidable appearance to 
the eyes of a partially educated man, and 
by enabling them to raise the purchase- 
money from the local authorities at a 
cheaper rate than they can otherwise 
obtain it. The first clause of the Bill 
defines the class of occupier to whom 
assistance may be given, and it places a 
maximum upon the value of the house 
which may be bought under the opera- 
tions of the Bill. The value of the house 
is not to exceed £400. The clause also 
fixes the proportion of the money which 
may be advanced to the total value of the 
property. The words of the clause are :— 


“Provided that any advance shall not ex- 
ceed (a) four-fifths of that which, in the option 
of the local authority, is the market value of 
the ownership; nor (6) £240; or, in the case 
‘of a fee simple or leasehold of ‘not less than 
ninety-nine years unexpired at the date of the 
‘purchase, £300.” 


‘Clause 2 lays down the various precau- 
tionary regulations to secure, amongst 
other things, that the purchaser is a bond 
Jide resident and not a speculator. Clause 
3 lays down statutory conditions under 
which the purchasing owner is to hold the 
house until the advance with interest has 
been fully paid. It also makes provision 
for the action of the loca] authority which 
lends the money in case of default in com- 
plying with the Statutory conditions, or 
in case of bankruptcy. Clause’ 9—and 
this is one of the most important clauses 
in the Bill—defines the local authority 
under the Bill to be the council of any 
county or county borough. Provisions, 
however, are introduced, that if any urban 
or rural district council in England or 
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Wales, whose district contains a popula- 
tion of over 7,000 inhabitants, passes a 
resolution to the effect that it wishes to 
become the authority under this Bill, that 
urban or rural council shall become the 
authority for the purposes of the Bill, and 
the council of the county in which that dis- 
trict is situated ceases to have any further 
responsibility or authority within that dis- 
trict in respect of this Bill. The clause 
also places a limit upon any possible loss 
in working the Act—that is, any possible 
difference between the receipts and expen- 
diture. Of course, I may mention, by way 
of parenthesis, the idea of the Bill is that 
there shall be no loss at all, and that it 
shall work on strictly business principles ; 
but if in any local financial year the ex- 
penses payable by a council, and not 
reimbursed by the receipts under the 
Bill, exceed in a county a sum equal to 
one halfpenny, and in a county borough 
or urban or rural district a sum equal to 
one penny in the £ upon the rateable 
value, no further advances under the Bill 
shall be made until the expiration of five 
years, at any rate, after the end of the 
financial year, and not then unless the 
loss has fallen below the maximum stated. 
Clauses 11, 12, and 13. apply the Act to 
Scotland, and Clause 14 applies it to 
Ireland. In the rather slight sketch 
which I have given of the provisions of 
the Bill, I think your Lordships will see that 
this is a very simple and a very practical 
Bill, and I claim a favourable reception 
for it on two grounds. In the first place, 
because it embodies a principle which has 
been over and over again affirmed and 
approved of by your Lordships’ House in 
connection with Irish Land Purchase 
Acts and the English Small Holdings Act ; 
and,- secondly, because your Lordships 
have twice specifically approved Bills for 
exactly the same purpose which have been 
introduced by the noble Marquess behind 
me (the Marquess of Londonderry), who has 
been the pioneer of the movement in this 
House, and to whose exertions is largely 
due the position the question has assumed 
in practical politics. I hope the noble Mar- 
quess will allow me to congratulate him on 
the part he has taken in bringing this 
question to the point at which it is ripe for 
legislation. In 1896 and 1897 the noble 
Marquess introduced Bills on this subject, 
and the Bill of 1896 was fortunate 
enough to secure the blessing of Lord Rose- 
bery, while the Bill of 1897 secured the 
support of Lord Kimberley. The measure 
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has, therefore, I may say, 


ships’ House. 


Bill contains no element of 


public, in fact, can suffer 
through the negligence of the local autho- 
rity. Although this is, as I have’ said, a 
simple and practical Bill, I claim for it 
that it also performs a really g great service. 
T confess that I am one of those who have 
long thought that, although this country 
thay rejoice in so many ‘elements of sta- 
bility to its social system, yet there is one 
great element to the stability of society 
which has been to a great extent lacking | 
in this country. The diffusion of real | 
property among the people is, perh aps, less | 
advanced in this country than in any | 
other country in Europe, and I believe it | 
will greatly add to the permanence and 
stability of our institutions if there is a 
urge addition to the body of our free- | 
holders. I claim for the Bill that it affurds | 
the opportunity to men of moderate means.; 
of securing what is called a stake in the | 
country. [claim for it that it gives those | 
me n an opportunity for an inv ‘estment of 
any money they have saved through their | 
thrift habits, and that it is, therefore, a 
Bill for the encouragement of thrift ; and 


I believe it will, to quote the words of the | 
Leader of the Opposition in respect of | 


Lord Londonderry’s Bill of 1897, prove a 
teal contribution to the problem of pro- | 
viding better dwellings for the people of | 
the working classes, But, my Lords, | 
wis h ij hi ive Hlaieied for it, it hi as by 1 no 
means escaped criticism. It has been said 
over and over again in the: 


{LORDS} 


received the 
stipport of both parties in your Lord- 
I cannot too strongly 
impress upon the House the fact that the 
charity. 
There is not the slightest intention of 
benefitting the individual householder at 
the expense of the ratepayer. The 
no loss except 


Press, and it | 
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Party in the State would introduce a 
Bill which it did not believe would be of 
real value to the country. _ Therefore 
that criticism is meaningless. A more 
serious criticism is-that this Bill will not 
really benefit the working classes, that.a 
working man’s most valuable capital is 
mobility, and that to assist him to become 
the owner of a long lease is to tie him 
down in one place, with the possible 
result that he will have to take lower 
wages than he would otherwise get. That- 
argument was harped on to a great extent 
in another place, and one hon. Member 
carried this argument so far, that he ap- 
peared to think that to turn a working 
man into a freeholder was only the first 
step towards reducing him once more to 
| serfdom. I think that is a form of criti- 
cism which answers itself. Surely the 
best judge of his own interests in this 
matter is -the working man. If he be- 
| longs to that kind of trade where mobility 
lis necessary, it is not to be supposed 
ithat he will take advantage of this 
Bill; but, as your Lordships know 
perfectly well, the whole of the wor king 
class population is not a shifting popula- 
tion, and because a large portion of the 
labouring population may be mobile is no 
| reason why this Bill should not be passed 
for the benefit of that portion of the 
population which is not mobile. Special 
provisions are made to facilitate transfer 
and in respect of temporary letting, and 
there is no compulsion in the Bill. No 

wner of house property or land is com- 
| pelled to sell, no occupier is compelled to 
| buy, and no ‘local authority is compelled 
to lend. It has been asked why this 
s| Bll, which is one mainly for the assist- 
ance of dwellers in towns, has been ex- 
| tended to the country districts. The 
answer that has been-made is that the 
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has been repeated in another place, that | habit is becoming more general for men. 
the Bill will be inoperative. Well, my | working in the towns to live in the sur- 
Lords, I would say that as a criticism | | rounding rural districts, and that the 
that observation is premature, and as a| more the facilities of locomotion increase, 
prophecy it has-no present value. The | and the more valuable the land becomes 
Bill has also been described: as an elec-| in the centre of towns, the more that ten- 
tioneering measure. It is no more.and | dency is likely to extend ; but I would go 
nd less an electioneering Bill than ‘any | much further than that, and justify the 
Bill brought forward by either Party in | inclusion of country districts on the 
the ‘State as to which they have given} score of the necessities of the country 
ose to the electors. “Both Parties | districts themselves. When you are in- 
‘the State give pledges to the / troducing legislation of this kind, why 
stuctors, and neither of them can | exclude from its benefits a man who: 
vet rid of the illusion that there may pos-| might wish to take advantage of it be- 
sibly be gratitude for the fulfilment of | cause he lives in the country ? I come 
pledges. 
The Earl of Selborne. 


I do not’ believe that either} from a part of the country: where cottage: 
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property is.on the whole distinctly good, 
and yet, although I see no desire on the 
part of the working men to own and cul- 
tivate small farms, I see a great desire on 
their part, which is often reduced into 
‘practice, to own and reside in their own 
houses ; and when legislation of this kind 
is before Parliament, I can conceive of no 
practical argument for excluding from its 
benefits men residing in the country dis- 
tricts. Of course, the introduction of the 
country districts did necessitate a certain 
administrative difficulty. To work a Bill 
of this kind properly, two things, as has 
‘been frequently observed in another 
place, are required —firstly, thorough 
business capacity ; and, secondly, local 
knowledge. I do not think any of your 
Lordships, with the great experience that 
many of you have had on county councils, 
will deny that in the matter of business 
capacity there is no better authority 
for the purpose of carrying this Bill 
into effect than the county councils. 
‘County councils cannot, however, always 
have the necessary local knowledge, 


:and for this reason an Amendment was 


accepted in another place permitting rural 
district councils as well as urban district 
councils to pass resolutions constituting 
themselves local authorities under this 
Bill. I admit that that arrangement is a 
¢compromise—nothing but a compromise 
was possible—but I believe it is the best 
arrangement that can be arrived at. I 
commend the Bill to your Lordships for 
Second Reading, as a Bill which the 


‘Government believe to be a good Bill, and 
‘one to which they attach real importance. 


Although this Bill comes before your 
Lordships with a modest aspect, I shall 
not be surprised if history records of. it 
that it has had a marked effect on the 
social stability of the country. 

Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
2¢,”—(The Earl of Selborne.) 


*THE MARQUESS OF RIPON : My Lords, 
the noble Earl adopted a very modest 
tone in recommending this Bill to your 
Lordships. In one sentence, however, he 
seemed to say that it would make an im- 
portant contribution to one of the greatest 
questions that can engage the public mind 
and the attention of Parliament at the 
present time—namely, the broad question 
of the housing of the working classes. 
The generally modest tone of the speech 
of the noble Earl was much more conso- 
nant with the character of the Bill than 
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the single remark to which I have referred. 
I am one of those who recognise to the 
fullest extent the great importance of the 
housing problem, but I venture to say 
that this Bill makes a very small contyi- 
bution to this great and important ques- 
tion. 1am not at all inclined to indulge 
in the remarks about election pledges, 
which seem to have given the noble Earl 
so much displeasure, but I am bound to 
say that I cannot look upon this Bill as 
any fulfilment of the election pledges, . 
given by the Government and their sup- 
porters, to take in hand and deal with the 
great question of the housing of the work- 
ing classes. This Bill, as the noble Lord 
said, is only intended to benefit people 
with moderate means. But the question 
of the housing of the working classes is 
connected, not with people with moderate 
means, but with people with very smali 
means indeed. I do not rise to offer any 
opposition to the Second Reading of this 
Bill, but I am afraid I am not so sanguine 
of its results as the noble Ear] seems to be.: 
I have considerable doubts whether it is 
very likely to be very largely made use of. 
When you are advancing public money, 
whether the money of the ratepayers or 
the taxpayers, you are bound to surround 
the advance of that money with many 
precautions, and in my _ opinion the 
restrictions which are necessarily imposed 
will diminish the desire of persons to 
purchase property under this Bill. The 
noble Earl admits that the working 
classes are obliged to move about in 
search of work. That habit of mobility 
applies, I admit, rather to the poorer class 
than to those whom it is proposed to bene- 
fit by this Bill. Those who have had any- 
thing to do with elections know the great 
difficulty of tracing the removals, which are 
caused by working men having been 
obliged to move into other districts in 
search of employment. Even if they do 
not leave the town er district, they fre- 
quently have to leave the houses in which 
they dwell, and there will be less inclina- 
tion on this account amongst them to 
purchase their own houses. Although you 
propose to allow a man who purchases the 
freehold of his house to sell that free- 
hold, you place upon the sale—and neces- 
sarily place upon it—such restrictions as 
to make it less marketable than houses to 
which those restrictions do not apply. 
Although I shall be glad to see this Bill 
made as much use of as possible, I cannot 
say that I entertain any great antici- 
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pation that it will be found, when it is 
passed into law, to have much practical 
effect. Turning from these general con- 
siderations, I desire to say a few words 
in regard to the machinery by which the 
Bill is to be worked. That machinery is 
contained in Clause 9, and I feel consider- 
able difficulty in regard to the alterations 
which were made in the other House of 
Parliament. Most of your Lordships 
have, I daresay, received the circular 
issued by the County Councils Associa- 
tion with regard to this clause. The 
arguments of the County Councils Asso- 
ciation are, in my opinion, weighty argu- 
ments; but I do not altogether agree 
with the mode by which they are inclined 
to remedy the difficulties they foresee in 
this clause. My principal objection to the 
ninth clause is that you propose under it 
to create a new local area. One 
of the greatest evils we have to 
contend with is the complexity and 
multiplicity of our local areas, in which 
there is no unity of purpose whatever, 
and ‘to introduce this new area of 7,000 
inhabitants will make confusion worse 
confounded. The County Councils Associa~ 
tion think that the difficulty would be 
met by striking the county councils out 
of the clause altogether. I do not agree 
with them ; I think that would be a great 
mistake. I would suggest to the noble 
Karl, for his consideration, that the words 
creating the new area should be left out 
altogether, and that the transfer from the 
county council to the urban or rural 
district council should not take place 
without the consent of the county 
council. By that means you will at 
once avoid the creation of new districts, 
and you will maintain the county council 
in the position which I think it ought to 
occupy. The noble Earl recognised to- 
night the business capacity of the county 
councils, though he said they might be 
wanting in local knowledge. The county 
councils have more means of ascertaining 
local information than perhaps the noble 
Karl is aware of, and if they thought that 
there were any districts which could be 
safely entrusted with these powers, they 
would ogres to their exercising them. I 
wish well to the measure, although it is 
an exceedingly small one, and one which 
I am afraid will have but little effect. 


THE Marquess or LONDONDERRY: 
My noble friend, who has introduced the 


{LORDS} 








Second Reading of this Bill with such 
The Marquess of Ripon. 
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ability, has been good enough to allude to 
me and my relations with a measure of a 
somewhat similar character which I had 
the honour of carrying through your 
Lordships’ House on two occasions, and 
therefore I do not think I need offer any 
apology for rising to support the Second 
Reading of the Bill now before the House. 
The object of the measure is one in which 
I have taken considerable interest ; but 
while my noble friend attributed the 
measure to a very great extent to me, I 
should be acting unfairly to a friend of 
mine in the North of England (Mr. 
Wrightson) did I not say that it was he, 
and not I, who was the pioneer of this 
Bill. This matter has been for some 
years before Parliament. So long ago as 
1893 my friend Mr. Wrightson, then 
Member for Stockton, carried through 
the House of Commons a measure of the 
kind now proposed. I congratulate Mr. 
Wrightson, myself, and all of us who for 
some years past have endeavoured to 
bring the subject before Parliament, on 
the fact that at last a measure has been 
brought forward by the Government as a 
Government Bill. Naturally, it has great 
advantages under these circumstances 
in your Lordships’ House. It has 
the advantage of being introduced 
in more eloquent and far better 
language than I could have employed, 
and as a Government Bill it has been able 
to deal in a more generous manner with 
regard to certain provisions than I, as a 
private. Member, could have asked your 
Lordships to accept. I have compared this 
Bill with the one I had the honour of carry- 
ing through your Lordships’ House, and I 
notice that the provisions are of a far 
more generous character than ever I con- 
templated in my Bill. In the Bill which I 
introduced I naturally, as a private Mem- 
ber, was extremely anxious to safeguard 
every interest which it might be supposed 
I was attacking ; and the chief interests 
to be safeguarded in a matter of this 
kind are the interests of the rate- 
payers whose money it is proposed to 
ask the local authorities to advance. I 
was naturally very humble in my 
demands, and, in the interests of the rate- 
payers, I suggested that only one-eighth 
of the full rateable value of the district 
should be advanced and placed for that 
purpose at the disposal of the local 
authorities. I am very glad to see from 
the Bill which has been introduced by my 
noble friend that that safeguard has been 
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abolished. 1 also ventured to suggest that {which I held out in my Bill. I think 
the sum of only £150 should be the maxi-| they are justified in vesting the owner- 
mum which the local authorities should | ship in the local authority. But while 
have the power to advance. I am still|/ they do that they give the working 
more glad to see, in this Bill, that the local | classes the opportunity of buying the 
authorities will have power to advance as | houses by instalments—exactly as I pro- 
much as £240 in certain circumstances, | posed in my Bill. I must revert to 
£300 under certain other conditions, | the time when I had the honour of carry- 
and even up to £400. I hail these/ing my Bill through your Lordships’ 
provisions with feelings of great| House, and to the speech which was 
gratification, for they prove to me, | delivered on that occasion by the noble 
beyond all doubt, that since this | Earl opposite, the Leader of the Opposi- 
measure has been before the country and | tion (the Earl of Kimberley), who ap- 
before Parliament Her Majesty’s Govern- | proved of the Bill introduced, and offered 
ment have recognised that it will be for|some -criticisms- of a fair and just 
the benefit of the working classes, and | character upon it. I may say that I 
that, moreover, the apprehensions which | value the criticism and the approval of 
they held—and, I think, very naturally | the noble Earl more than anything else, 
held—with regard to the interests of the | for I feel certain that no one will contra- 
ratepayers were, I will not say altogether | dict me when I say that in the details of 
groundless, but apprehensions which | local government no-noble Lord possesses 
could be got over, and I think the Go-| superior, if equal, knowledge on this 
vernment have shown that they have been | matter; and when the noble Earl sup- 
got over. This Bill is one which, in the | ported my Bill I felt that I must have in- 
working class districts, will tend to pro-| troduced a very useful measure. The 
mote thrift, industry, and independence | following year the noble Lord who was 
of character, all of which were expressed | then leading the Opposition in this House 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Secre- | (the Earl of Rosebery) expressed approval 
tary of State for the Colonies, in iatoe: [ot the Bill, and offered some criticisms 
ducing the measure, as characteristics} upon it. With perfect justice, the 
which should be encouraged in the British | noble Earl put his finger on what I 
working, classes. I also look upon the| might say seemed at first sight to be a 
measure as an advantage from another | blot upon my measure—namely, that it 
point of view. I know well the difficulty | was possible for the population to migrate, 
which exists with regard to old age | and thereby become owners of their houses 
pensions, but I cannot but think | as long as they were paying rent for them. 
that if this measure is carried it | The noble Earl said that if trade migrated 
will to a certain extent take the | it might leave thé local authorities saddled 
place of old age pensions. I mean! with valueless securities. At first sight 
by that, that if a thrifty, industrious | that appeared to be a very fair criticism, 
man, a young man, with regularity pays | and the noble Earl went on, in terms of 
the interest that he has to pay on his | the greatest delicacy, to allude to a colliery 
house, at the end of thirty years the house | which had belonged to me, the lease of 
becomes his own, and, consequently, in his | which I had not renewed, and conse- 
old age, he has a house free, and the rent | quently, Lord Rosebery said, as it was no- 
which he would otherwise either have to | longer to be worked, the cottages on that 
pay to a landlord or to a local authority | property would not be used in the future. 
will remain in his own pocket. Therefore | Although that colliery to which the noble 
I hail this measure-as a means of con-| Earl alluded is no longer working, all 
tributing to the comfort and the welfare | the cottages are occupied by working 
of the oldest members of the working-|men who are employed on the neigh- 
elass community, if they take advantage | bouring colliery of Sir James Joicey, who 
of the measure in their early days, and | bought it from Lord Durham. I mention 
carry out the conditions—the fair con-| that to show that, although one colliery 
ditions—which are laid down in the Bill. | ceased working, the cottages on-that.pro-, 
I am very glad te:see, however, that Her | perty are still required, and are at present 
Majesty’s Government have taken the|in demand. While I allow that Lord 
line of safeguarding the interests of the | Rosebery’s criticisms were just, I do not 
ratepayers, while at the same time they | agree with regard to the migration 
have not taken away the advantages|of the population. I would remind 
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the House that this is a permis- 
sive Bill, and that it is the duty of 
the local authority to satisfy themselves, 
before they advance the money of the 
ratepayers, that the industry in which 
the persons who intend to buy houses 
are engaged is of a permanent character. 
They will guard the interests of the rate- 
payers, and refuse to grant advances 
unless the industry is of a permanent 
character, and the men are likely to be 
permanently employed. I know the 
difficulties which must surround a measure 
of this kind. I know that a certain 
number of my own friends, who, like 
myself, hold Conservative views, regard 
this as a Radical measure. If it were 
compulsory I would not support it. But 
it is purely permissive, alike for the 
seller, the buyer, and the local authority 
—permissive for all concerned ; and if it 
is taken advantage of by the working 
classes, I venture to think it will prove of 
inestimable benefit to them. It will 
encourage them to thrift, and encourage 
them to be independent, and give them 
happy homes in their old age. Your 
Lordships probably consider that these 
are matters of detail which could best be 
considered in Committee, but I have 
ventured to bring them forward on the 
Second Reading, owing to the fact that I 
am afraid engagements in the Sister Isle 
will prevent me from being present in the 
House next week, when the subsequent 
stages are taken. 
working classes will feel grateful to the 
Government for this Bill. 


THE Eart or MORLEY: My Lords, 
I wish to call the attention of the House 
to one point of objection in the Bill—the 
point to which my noble friend opposite 
has alluded—namely, the body which is 
to become the local authority for the pur- 


poses of the Act under Clause 9. [| 


cannot help agreeing with the noble 
Marquess (the Marquess of Ripon) that 
it is inconvenient to create entirely new 
local authorities for areas of 7,000 inhabi- 
tants, and I also agree with him that it is 
undesirable that county councils should 
be cut out of the Bill altogether. I would 
suggest to my noble friend in charge of 


the Bill, whether it would not be a fair | 


and reasonable compromise that any dis- 
trict council, urban or rural, should be 
the local authority, provided the county 
council give their sanction. 


The Marquess of Londonderry. 


{LORDS} 


I am sure that the | 
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obviate the creation of a new class of 
subordinate authorities, and would give 
the county councils the power which they 
ought to possess, and which, I think, it is 
desirable they should possess. I venture 
to suggest to my noble friend that this is 
a point well worthy of his consideration. 


*Lorp NORTON: My Lords, I quite 
agree with the noble Lords who have 
spoken as to the attractive manner in 
which the noble Earl (the Earl of Sel- 
borne) has introduced this Bill, and I 
agree that the Bill is an attractive one 
in itself. Nothing can be more conserva- 
tive than turning tenants into owners. I 
have done all I possibly could to encourage 
tenants to become owners of the houses 
they occupy, but I question the propriety 
of making loans of public money for the 
purpose. There is no doubt that facilities 
for self-insurance are in every way most 
desirable, and increase the vigour of the 
nation, but extraneous aid for private 
interests has rather a contrary effect on 
the spirit of the country. It seems to me 
that benevolent legislation of this charac- 
ter trenches on the sphere of private 
charity. Though the noble Earl who 
introduced the Bill repudiated that re- 
| mark with regard to this Bill, yet he must 
-allow that the advance of public money 
| for the purpose of enabling tenants to be- 
| come owners of their houses assumes that 
character. Wherever I have assisted 
‘tenants to become the owners of their 
' houses I have considered it more or less 
;an act of charity——a valuable help, but, 
still, not an act calculated to promote 
self-support. This Bill, we know, 
‘emanates from the Secretary for the 
Colonies, and, as the noble Marquess 
| rightly said, it has a sort of kindred to 
the Old Age Pension proposal ; both are 
in the nature of public aids to what 
should be  self-provision. The first 
danger of benevolent legislation of this 
kind arises from the opening which it 
gives to an attack of fraudulent specula- 
tors, and the difficulties in the way of 
proper security are great. The first 
clause of the Bill endeavours to limit the 
‘amount of these public loans. I can 
recollect precisely the same attempt at 
restriction being made in carrying out the 
Friendly Societies Act some fifty years 
| ago, in which I had a share myself. There 
|the same limit of £200 in the case of 
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the immediate result? There was a rush | urge that this Bill should be amended 
-of men, who, under different names, con-|so that in the event of property 
trived to get at least half-a-dozen or a | coming into the hands of the local autho- 
dozen of these advances to themselves. I | rity, in default of any of the many con- 
| ditions of purchase, then the local autho- 
of legislation is open to the attacks of a | rity should be compelled at once to resell, 
host of fraudulent speculators, who are | following the precedent of Lord Cross’s Act 
always looking out for opportunities of | of 1875 ; and I also think the original pro- 
this sort. The conditions of these loans, in | prietors ought to have the first option of 
order to prevent fraud, are necessarily | re-purchase. I am told by those who 
most intricate, and in some points most support this Bill that such a provision 
questionable. How, for instance, are | would add too much to its intricacy. 
future changes of residence to be always | It is said that the original owners who 
detected ? But is fixed residence always | consented to sell their property to their 
desirable ? I quite admit that there area | tenants have no right of- re-entry. No 
considerable number of working classes | one supposes that they have a right of 
who are, by the nature of their occupation, | re-entry, but it is in the interests of the 
fixed in localities; but I think you must | people that they should be allowed to 
allow that for the great mass of working | repurchase. A proprietor of an urban 
men it is not desirable that they should be | district may have schemes for the general 
assisted out of public funds to provide a | improvement of the district, and the local 
permanent residence in any one spot. | authority, coming in as a proprietor of 
These are objections which could, I think, | parts, would prevent the owner from 
be got over by slight alterations. I con-| carrying a general scheme out, and 
fess that the general principle and object | thereby prove prejudicial to the whole 
of the Bill is one which, in my opinion, is | locality. I refer to schemes for public 
most desirable ; but my main objection to | parks, district drainage, and the like, 
the Bill—one which must be removed | which, if the local authority owned 
before I can possibly give my support | houses and land here and there, might 
to it—is the provision that where | be made impossible. It is, therefore, in 
default is made in complying with | the interests of the people themselves that 
the statutory condition as to residence, | the local authorities, if they have to resell, 
and where default is made in complying | should give priority of option to the 
with any of the other statutory condi-/| original purchaser. I cannot conceive 
tions, the property shall vest in the local | that there will, as has been stated, 
authority. I think that is a very great| be any difficulty in ascertaining the 
objection. It will lead to the local autho- | price for re-purchase, as there are modes 
rities becoming landowners, and will give | by which value is easily ascertainable. 
borough councils absolute omnipotence | Those who oppose this proposal are 
politically and electorally. The noble | men who prefer municipal landlords to 
Viscount below me (Viscount Cross), in the | individual landlords, and I maintain 
year 1875, passed avery useful Act which | that the system which they advocate is 
enabled local authorities to purchase | not a desirable one either for the country 
insanitary buildings and put them in| or for the people themselves. While Ido 
order ; but there is a section in that Act | not oppose the principle of this Bill, I 
to compel those authorities, immediately | have called attention to what I consider 
after they have done so, to sell the | are blots upon it. I will test your Lord- 
residue of property not required for the | ships’ opinion on the points I have raised 
purpose. The great city over which the | in Committee, and I shall move Amend- 
Secretary for the Colonies is the presiding ments making it imperative on the local 
genius obtained Lord Cross’s Act in the | authorities to resell properties which 
form of a local Act, applying to Birming- | come into their hands through default in 
ham only, and in that Act this most the conditions of purchase, and also to 
material section of Lord Cross’s Act, that | give the original proprietor priority of 
which prevented the borough council | option in regard to purchase. 
from retaining unappropriated property, | 
was omitted.. In Birmingham the council 
have a great hatred of landowners,| THE Earn or KIMBERLEY: My 
but they have a great ambition to | Lords, I am not alarmed by the criticisms 
become landowners themselves. I would! of my noble friend, Lord Norton. He 
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has, I think, seen a great many very ter-) population. It is a loss to the commu- 
rible things in this harmless Bill, which | nity that people should continually move: 
I am sure will not frighten any of your | from place to place, and that the close 
Lordships. With regard to his objection | and: cordial feeling which used to exist 
to advancing public money for such pur-| between neighbours who had known each 
poses, I would remind the noble Lord | other for a long time should be in this 
that we have been in the habit of ad-| way diminished. A friend of mine con- 
vancing public money for various pur-| nected with South Wales said it was 
poses of this kind. A great deal has been | curious to see how whole villages were 
advanced to landowners for the purpose | becoming depopulated, and the people. 
of improving their property, and the | drawn away to the mining districts. This. 
principle has been admitted in so many | shows the difficulties which may arise ; 
cases, that the only question which can | because you might, of course, have fur- 
now arise is, whether this particular case | nished a village with houses at the 
is one in which money ought to be so| expense of the local authority, and the: 
advanced. I have no hesitation in saying | whole of the people might depart owing 
that I agree with the noble Marquess (the | to the springing up of a perfectly new 
Marquess of Ripon) that this is a modest | industry in another part. It is vain to. 
Bill. It is, however, sound in principle. | shut our eyes to the. fact that this may 
My fear in regard to itis the same as I.ex-. arise. With regard to the ninth clause, 
pressed when I spoke on Lord London- | I entirely agree with the observations of 
derry’s Bill two years ago—namely, that |the noble Marquess behind me (the 
it will only have a small operation. My | Marquess of Ripon) and the noble Earl,, 
reason for thinking so is that the work- | the Chairman of Committees. When the 
ing classes are becoming more and more | very useful measure was brought in by a 
migratory every day. It is nouse trying | former Conservative Government, which 
to put back the clock. Ido not deny | established county councils, it was thought 
that there are considerable dangers, and-| that the great advantage of that 
often evils, connected with this universal! Bill would be the swallowing up: 
migration, but it is produced by the con-| of local areas. Nothing could be- 
ditions of the country in which we live. | more prejudicial than that small areas: 
The greater facilities for moving! should possess separate administrative: 
must naturally and inevitably cause | powers. As to the observation which has. 
the artisan population, who have | been made that county councils have not 
business instincts like the rest of man-| that local knowledge which the smaller 
kind, to move from place to place where-| bodies possess, I would point out that 
ever they can find better wages. Migra-| county councils are now well accustomed 





tory habits, as I have said, have|to dealing with subjects in particular: 


their evils, and anything which will | areas in their county, and they have, as 
induce artisans and labourers to remain | far as I know, a constant habit of deputing 
longer in one place will tend to the bene-; members of their body—men who give 


fit of the community. I have myself seen | their time and knowledge to the matter 


great changes in the rural district with | —to go into different parts of the county 
which I am best acquainted. I can re-| when local questions arise, and examine: 
member the time when the inhabitants of | thoroughly into those questions. I do 
our villages rarely moved from one dis-| not think you could have a system which 
trict to another, but now every year I | would work better than that. Moreover, 
see a greater disposition on their part to| county councils have the great advan- 
migrate. It is not caused by discontent | tage, being composed of men coming from 
—it would be a mistake to suppose that | all parts of the county, of not being sub- 
it is—but mainly by the fact that they | servient to those petty interests which 
can obtain better wages and better em-| often actuate those responsible for local 
ployment elsewhere. Whatever you may | government in small areas. They look 


do, the best men will always go where | at the whole matter from a wider point of 


there are the best wages, and where they | view, and they also ensure a certain 
are most wanted. It will be a decided {amount of unity of action. It would 
advantage if the facilities given under| be most unfortunate if at one end 
this Bill will lead to a number of| of the county a thing is done on one 
men becoming more stationary, and | principle, and at another end of the county 





it will give greater stability to the| ona different principle altogether. For: 


The Earl of Kimberley. 
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that reason I strongly deprecate the 
creation of new areas, and I think the 
suggestion which has been made is an 
extremely good one, because county 
councils would never be so jealous of par- 
ticular areas, or so insensible to the 
advantages of the county, as not to be 
ready to delegate the powers under this 
Bill to a smaller authority. Although 
the Bill will not, in my opinion, have a 
wide-spreading result, it is sound in 
principle, and I therefore welcome it. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : 
My Lords, although this is a well- 
intentioned Bill, I doubt very much 
whether its good intentions will not be 
strangled by its regulations, I have read 
the Bill from the point of view of an 
intending purchaser, and I would rather 
have to deal with any of the building 
societies than borrow money from a local 
authority under this measure. For 
instance, a man who purchases his house 
cannot leave it for more than four months, 
and to let it for four months he has to 
obtain the sanction of the local authority. 
Again, should he fail in any of his pay- 
ments, there is a chance of his being 
turned out ; and although local authorities 
under this Bill are to be helped 
from the rates to the extent of 4d. 
in the £ in some districts, and 1d. in the 
£ in others, they are not certain to be 
able to make both ends meet, and a man 
who invests may lose his investment 
should he fail at any time in his pay- 
ments, as the Bill says that after re-sale 
of the house he shall receive the balance, 
if any. The noble Earl who introduced 
this Bill did not make a very encouraging 
statement as to its origin. He said it 
embodied a principle which had been ap- 
proved in connection with the Irish Land 
Purchase Acts. This is not a recom- 
mendation. He further stated that the 
noble Marquess, the Marquess of London- 
derry, who was at one time chairman of 
the London County Council, recommended 
it. Whilst I am always ready to follow 
the noble Marquess into the lobby on 
Irish questions, I decline to follow him 
upon any matter connected with the 
Metropolis, as I find that noble Lords 
who sit on the London County Council 
generally come back to this House more 
or less deteriorated. 


THE Marquess or LONDONDERRY: 
May I point out to the noble Lord that I 
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have never been chairman of the London: 
County Council? I have, however, beer 
chairman of the London School Board. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : I 
beg the noble Lord’s pardon. The noble: 
Earl who introduced this Bill said that it 
had not escaped criticism. I have been 
desirous of reading what has been said 
upon the Bill, but Hansard has been so- 
behindhand this session that I cannot find 
in your Lordship’s library any number of 
Hansard containing the debates upon this 
Bill later than the First Reading. I con- 
tend that the Bill is not for the benefit of 
the working classes, as it is not to the 
interests of a working man that he should 
be tied to one house, but that the Bill will 
affect a class of persons who do not require- 
assistance out of the rates. The noble 
Earl did not state whether this is a 
Government Bill or not. I assume that 
it is not, or it would have been moved by 


| the noble Lord who usually speaks in this . 


House for the Local Government Board, 
or by a noble lord connected with a de- 
partment which has to deal with this 
country, and not by the Under Secretary 
for the Colonies. This Bill is so compli- 
cated, and its study must have occupied 
so much of the time of the Under-Secre- 
tary that it quite explains why he has 
been unable to read the ‘‘ Commentary 
on St. Matthew,” written by his friend, . 
the Solicitor-General of Ceylon. 


*Lorp MONTEAGLE: My Lords, I 
wish to call attention to the application: 
of this Bill to Ireland, in which country 
the measure has attracted considerable 
interest. We fear that some disappoint- 
ment may be caused uniess certain 
ambiguities in the clause applying the 
Bill to Ireland are cleared up. [am a 
cordial supporter of the Bill so far as it 
goes; my only complaint is that it does 
not go far enough in the case of Ireland. 
Nominally, it applies to Ireland, but it 
entirely fails to reach a large and special 
class who occupy cottages built by the 
local authorities, with small plots of 
land attached; and the question is 
whether the local authority should be em- 
powered to sell these houses to the occu- 
piers as is proposed in the case of dwellers 
intowns. As the Bill was originally in- 
troduced in the House of Commons it. 
was, as the noble Earl who moved the- 
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Second Reading pointed out, intended for { doubt will be further considered in Com- 
dwellers in towns, but was extended | mittee. 

during its passage through the House of 
‘Commons to the rural districts. I would| Eart SPENCER: I regard the ques- 
therefore venture to ask the noble and/|tion raised by my noble friend (Lord 
learned Lord the Lord Chancellor of Ireland | Monteagle) as a very important one, and 
to consider the point I have raised. It is|I am not quite aware how the case now 
obvious that the case is very different | stands with regard to Ireland. I was 
from that where the local authority | very familiar with the original Act—I 
assists the occupier to purchase his house | believe I was partly responsible for it— 
from a private owner, and different | but several Acts have been passed since 
machinery will be required to make the | then. If the Bill is to apply to rural dis- 
Bill applicable to the class I refer to. I) trictsas well as to towns, I maintain that 
have called attention to this on the Second | you can hardly avoid dealing with the 
Reading because the point seems to be | plots of land attached to cottages, the 
such a special and peculiar one that I do | owners of which are quite as much 
not think it can be dealt with by an | attached to their gardens or small hold- 
Amendment in Committee. The Bill has | ings as to their houses. I appreciate the 
attracted considerable attention among | difficulties involved, and I cannot at the 
the agricultural labourers in Ireland who | present moment say how they can be 
will be affected by it, and I appeal to the | dealt with. I hope, however, they will 
Government to hold out some hope to | receive the consideration of the Govern- 
them that the matter will be dealt with. | ment in Committee. 





Tae LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- | 
LAND (Lord AsHBouURNE): My Lords, the | 
point mentioned by my noble friendisone| Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed 
of considerable interest and importance, | to a Committee of the Whole House on 
and will have to be considered in the Tuesday next. 

Committee stage of the Bill. The Bill, as 

it stands, deals only with the purchase of | SEATS FOR SHOP ASSISTANTS BILL. 
houses, but in Ireland, under the Cottages | 

for Labourers Acts, the local authorities | THIRD READING. 

have been enabled to build houses for | ’ : 
labourers with small holdings of, in one} Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
case, half an acre, and in other cases of | read. 


one acre attached. There are thus in| _ ’ 
Ireland a considerable number of labourers} _ THE DUKE OF WESTMINSTER : I 


who are tenants in respect of their cot-| think I need not trouble your Lordships 
tages of the local authorities, and who | with any observations in moving the 
hold, in addition, small holdings of an| Third Reading of this Bill. The 
acre and half an acre in extent. It is| Amendments which were inserted in the 
obvious that it will require much con-| Standing Committee were of a verbal 
sideration to adapt the mechanism of the | character, and did not affect the principle 
Bill to that class of occupiers, both in | of the Bill. 

respect to the holding of land, and to the | : 

purchase of the cottages from the local| Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
authority. One of the ways in which the | 3¢.”—(The Duke of Westminster.) 
difficulty might be met would be if the | P be 

tenants of these cottage holdings were will-| THE EArt OF WEMYSS: I would ask 
ing themselves to come forward with the | your Lordships’ indulgence while I offer 
money—which I think would be very |@ few remarks upon this Bill, which, 
rarely the case—for the purchase of the | trifling as it may appear, seriously affects 
land, receiving only an advance for the | the character of our legislation, and the 
purchase of their cottages. I feel bound | way in which it has been dealt with by 
to say that I see very considerable diffi- | your Lordships affects aan end less the 
culty in bringing this class of occupiers | character of your Lordships’ House. We 
within the purview of the Bill, but the | have all seen, in our experience, that very 
matter is receiving the attention of the | often important questions are centred in 
‘Government of Ireland, and I have no | matters which in themselves are trifling 


Lord Monteagle. 


On Question, agreed to. 
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and unimportant, and a very impor- 
tant principle is centred in this so- 
called trifling Bill, the object of 
which is to find seats for shop girls. 
When I spoke upon the Bill the other 
day I ventured to describe it as a trifling 
and humanitarian, rather than a practical, 
measure, and I would apply this test to | 
this kind of legislation. What would all | 
the great Parliamentarians of the past, 
from Pitt down to Palmerston, have said 
if they had been told by any prophet of 
their time that the day would come when 
Parliament would take up such a question | 
as this? I am sure they would have 
laughed in the face of any such prophet, 
and would have told him that he was 
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libelling that Parliament of which they 
felt so proud. I contend that Parliament | 
was not designed for legislation of this | 
kind. In support of my statement that | 
the way in which your Lordships have | 
dealt with the Bill affects the character of | 
this House, let me simply relate the story | 
of the Bill. It was brought in affecting | 
Scotland alone, having passed through | 
the other House in the early hours | 
of the morning without debate and 

without discussion. On _ its arrival | 
in this House, Lord Shand made an excel- | 
lent speech against it, and moved its | 
rejection. The noble Marquess, the | 
Prime Minister, also denounced the Bill, | 
and said that if your Lordships did not | 
take care this legislation would reach your | 
own households. Your Lordships cast | 
out the Bill, without a single Member, | 
except the mover, raising a word in sup- 

port of its principle. What happened | 
next? The same Bill was again intro- | 
duced into the other House by Sir John | 
Lubbock, the only difference being that | 
its principle was extended to England | 
and Wales and not to Scotland. The, 
House of Commons also passed that Bill | 
almost without a word, and sent it direct | 
to your Lordships’ House. Will the noble | 
Viscount (Viscount Cross), who seems in | 
favour of this legislation by a little | 
observation and cheer which he just let 

drop, deny that a measure thus cast out by | 
your Lordshipsand sent backagaindirectly | 
from the Commons, in the manner in which | 
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this question up I do not know. He 
was one of my oldest and dearest friends, 
and nearly thirty years ago we lived to- 
gether in a cave—we were Adullamites. 
My noble friend was at that time a sen- 
sible man ; there was nothing hysterical 
or humanitarian about him, and he did 
not bring in Bills of this kind. Why 
this change? It may be that now m 
noble friend no longer lives in a cave, but 
resides in a great house and is a ground 
landlord, he thinks that he has certain 
seignorial duties. This Bill, which your 
Lordships had rejected six weeks ago 
with ignominy, was passed on the 11th 
of July by a majority of three to one. 
I contend that legislation of this kind is a 
degradation of Parliament, and it is a 
matter of great regret that it should have 
been treated in the way it has been by 
your Lordships. It will prove more 
hurtful than useful. What has been the 
result of the Workmen’s Compensation 
Bill? Why, at the Barrow Works—I 
see the noble Duke present—no man is 
admitted over fifty years of age. 


THz LORD PRESIDENT or rar: 
COUNCIL (THE DuKE or DEVONSHIRE): 
That is not a fact. 


THE Eart or WEMYSS: Then my 
noble friend should take care that no 
official paper is issued stating that no man 
is received over fifty. Has not the noble 
Duke seen it ? 


THE Duke op DEVONSHIRE: Yes; 
I have seen it. Have you got the paper ? 


THE EARL oF WEMYSS: I have read 
a: 

THE DUKE oF DEVONSHIRE: Have 
you got the paper ? 


THe Eart or WEMYSS: No; not in 
my pocket. 


THE DUKE oF DEVONSHIRE: That 
is not the effect of the bill. 


THE EARL OF WEMYSS: What’ is 





this Bill was returned, is‘a slap in the | the effect? The belief is that perhaps it 
face? It is aslap in the face which I | was found unpopular and has been altered. 
have never seen given to this House in| On the Second Reading, the Right Rev. 
my time. And who is it that inflicts this | Prelate the Bishop of Winchester said it 
slap in the face upon your Lordships? was all moonshine to say that this Bill 
My noble friend, the Duke of West- | would have the effect of diminishing 
‘minster. Why the noble Duke has taken | wages and ‘substituting men for women as. 
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-shop assistants ; but my noble friend the 
Prime Minister brought excellent facts 
.and data before your Lordships, from men 
who know what they are talking about, 

roving that this will be the result. The 
Bill is full of inconsistency. It provides 
that in every shop there shall be one seat 
to every three persons employed. Why 
is this to be done? Because it is said 
.that it is hurtful to the health of shop as- 
:sistants that they should be compelled to 
:stand. The Bill will be worthless, as it 
.does not provide that the assistants shall 
-use the seats. That seems to me a great 
inconsistency in the Bill, and, as regards 
the health of the shop assistants, let me 
say that my house looks out on the Green 
Park, and I constantly see these girls, in 
ithe pouring rain, going to their work. 
“Will anyone tell me that remaining 
in shops in wet clothes and wet shoes 
.and stockings is not more hurtful to 
them than being: compelled to stand ? For 
-everyone who is injured for want of a 
seat, there are dozens who die through 
wearing wet clothes and stockings. At 
the rate we are going on we shall have 
Viscount Cross, the Duke of Westminster, 
-and the Bishops, with the grandmotherly 
help of Mr. Chamberlain in another 
place, bringing in a Shop Girls’ Dry Shoes 
.and Stockings Bill. And if not, why 
not? It is to the principle of this Bill 
that I object. This great mother of 
Parliaments was never designed to touch 
peddling legislation such as this, which 
should be left to the instincts of humanity 
and to the progress of public opinion. 
‘The action of your Lordships in rejecting 
‘the Bill with ignominy one day, and 
:sanctioning it by a majority of three to 
one six weeks later, will not tend to raise 
_your Lordships’ House in the estimation 
.of the public. It is of no use dividing 
upon this Bill, but as a matter of prin- 
-ciple and for my own conscience I move 
that the Bill be read this day three 
months. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tg leave out ‘ now,’ and:add at the -end of 
sthe motion ‘this day three months.’”—The 
Lord Wemyss (EZ. Wemyss.) 


On question whether the word “now” 
‘shall stand part of the motion, resolved 
in the affirmative ; Bill read 3* accord- 
ingly, with the Amendments, and passed, 
.and returned to the Commons. 


‘The Earl of Wemyss. 


{LORDS} 
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UNIVERSITY OF LONDON ACT (1898) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: My 
Lords, it has been found, with reference 
to the University of London Act passed 
last year, that, although it was framed so 
as to recognise the teachers of Holloway 
College, it has had the effect of prevent- 
ing that college from being so recognised. 
The Commissioners have reported that 
should their powers be enlarged by 
Parliament in this respect they will have 
no hesitation in recognising this college. 
The object of the Bill is to apply Section 8 
of the University of London Act, 1898, 
to Holloway College, in like manner as it 
applies to the South-Eastern College at 
Wye. 


Moved: “ That the Bill be now read 
2¢.”__(The Lord President of the Council.) 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2* (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next. 


QUESTIONS. 


REORGANISATION OF THE EDUCA- 
TION OFFICE. 

THE Ear, oF MORLEY: I rise to 
ask the Lord President of the Council if, 
in the reorganisation of the Education 
Office, it is intended to appoint a Principal 
Assistant Secretary for Secondary Educa- 
tion of equal official status with the Prin- 
cipal Assistant Secretaries responsible for 
primary and for technical education 
respectively. Since I first put the ques- 
tion on the Paper it has been answered in 
the House of Commons in a way which is 
altogether satisfactory, and my only 
excuse for again putting it down is to 
give my noble friend the Lord President 
of the Council the opportunity, if he 
thinks fit, of making a statement on the 
subject, and somewhat amplifying the 
information. which we have already 
received. I will explain to your Lord- 
ships why I put this question on the 
Paper. Many of the secondary schools 
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-of the country, including the large public 
schools, expressed their willingness to fall 
into line with a general education scheme, 
.and they did so in the belief that in the 
Education Office, as reorganised, there 
would be a Department devoted  exclu- 
sively to what I may call, for want of a 
better name, secondary education proper. 
When it appeared in the newspapers that 
in the new organisation of the office there 
would be two principal departments, one 
for secondary and one for primary educa- 
tion, and that the secondary department 
would be subdivided into secondary 
proper and technical education, it seemed 
to the authorities of those schools that in 
their communications with the Education 
Department, as reorganised, they would 
be relegated to an official twice removed 
from the head of the Department, instead 
of one immediately subordinate to him. 
I am informed that that is not going to 
be the case now, and that the division of 
the office—we were informed so in the 
House of Commons—is to be tripartite, 
namely, primary, secondary proper, and 
technical education. The fear of the 
authorities of these large schools and of 
the Universities to some extent was, that 
if a bipartite division had remained, 
secondary education, or the literary part 
‘of secondary education, might have been 
considerably prejudiced, and that would 
have been especially the case if the head 
of the united Secondary Education Depart- 
ment had been one qualified rather by 
his knowledge of technical than literary 
subjects. I do not think it is necessary 
for me to labour this point, but I venture 
to make this remark, that if a double 
arrangement had been. maintained, or if 
it is ever hereafter reverted to, it seems 
to me, without unduly depreciating the 
very great importance of technical educa- 
tion in this country, it is of paramount 
importance to the best educational inte- 
rests of the country that the head of the 
Secondary Department should be one who 
is qualified by his general knowledge of 
secondary education proper, and that 
‘technical education should be, at any rate, 
only a-branch of that large division. I 
understand that the division of the new 
office will be tripartite, as the Schools 
and Universities desire. I should like to 
ask my noble friend the Lord President 


of the Council if he can give the House, 


some information with’ regard to the 


Departmental Committee which is to, 
supervise the reorganisation of the Edu-. 
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cation Office; and to state. whether, on 
the Committee, secondary education 
proper will be represented as well as the 
Treasury, the Education Office, and 
the Science and Art Department. 


*THE Marquess oF RIPON: My 
Lords, perhaps it would be more con- 
venient to the noble Duke if I were to put 
one or two questions to him before he 


'answers the noble Earl, so that he may 


not have the trouble of making two 
speeches on the same subject. I do not 
altogether take the same view as that 
taken by the noble Earl who has just sat 
down. When the Board of Education 
Bill was passing through this House I 
ventured to say that 1 hoped the plan 
advocated by some persons of dividing 
Secondary Education into two branches 
in the office would not be adopted. To 
divide the office into three branches, and 
to call one Primary, the other Secondary, 
and the third Technical, is really a misuse 
of the word “Secondary.” <A great deal 
of technical education is quite as much 
secondary education as literary education. 
My noble friend talked of secondary 
education proper. That is not a con- 
venient title, but it shows how difficult 
it is to adopt this division. Surely 
the natural division of the Educa- 
tion Office is into departments deal- 
ing with primary and secondary educa- 
tion. My noble friend has urged that 
this division should not be made, because 
literary education would suffer. I entirely 
agree with my noble friend in desiring 
that literary education should not suffer, 
but I confess that I look at the matter 
from a different point of view. My fear 
is that if the new Education Office is 
divided into tripartite arrangements of 
Primary, Secondary, and Technical Edu- 
cation Departments, literary education 
will suffer. No doubt some years ago the 
promotion of technical education was a 
matter of urgent importance. It is 
a matter of great importance now, 
but in consequence of the grants which 
were made —in the rather singular 
manner we all.remember — to county 
councils for the promotion of education 
being confined to technical education, the 
result has been to give a stimulus to 
technical education, as compared with 


literary education,: which is injuring, the 


latter ; and one of the great objects of 
my noble friend in his reorganisation 
ought to be to put literary education in 
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the provinces in its proper position 
by enabling the county councils to 
apply their funds in aid of literary 
secondary education, as well as of techni- 
cal secondary education. I am not now 
speaking, as my noble friend has spoken, 
on behalf of the large public schools, but 
I believe that an increasing amount of 
what may be called technical education is 
being taught in these schools. I know 
many University colleges in the country 
in which technical education is being 
taught alongside with literary education. 
The principal University colleges of the 
present day give both kinds of education, 
and if you adopt a tripartite arrangement 
you will put these colleges under two 

‘different Departments. You will be per- 
petuating the somewhat narrow spirit of 
the Science and Art Department, you will 
not be raising secondary education and 
placing it on one equal footing, but you 
will be compelling those institutions which 
recognise the importance of secondary 
education in all its branches to go to two 
secretaries in the Education Office, who 
will probably look at the matter from a 
competitive point of view, which is very 
undesirable. What is the present state 
of things? You have confined the use | 
which has. been made of what we call in the 
North of England the whisky money, or the 
beer money, to technical education. What 
has been the consequence? The meaning of 
technical education has been stretched to 
almost breaking point, and anything in the 
world which is not Latin, Greek, History, | 
or, possibly, Philosophy, is called technical | 
education. This is a very unreal state of | 

things, and I would ask the noble Duke | 

| 
| 








not so utterly to commit himself as to pre- | 
clude him from reconsidering this matter. 
I am sure that if there is any danger on | 
the side alluded to by my noble friend, 

there is also great danger of literary edu- 

cation ‘suffering from the tripartite ar- 

rangement. 


THE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke or DEvonsHiRre) : 
My Lords, I have already stated that it is 
impossible to sketch out completely what 
will ‘be the organisation of the future 
Education Department until the Depart- 

‘mental Committée appointed to inquire 
into the matter has reported. If my 
noble friend had given me notice I could 
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‘have furnished him to-day with the names 
of the members of the Departmental 


Committee, but-'they will inelude Sir | 


The Marquess of Ripon. 
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Horace Walpole (of the India Office), 
as Chairman of the Committee; Sir 
George Kekewich, Secretary of the Edu- 
cation Department ; Captain Abney, 
principal Assistant-Secretary of the 
Science and Art Department ; Mr. Spring- 
Rice, of the Treasury ; and Mr. Tucker, 
principal Assistant-Secretary of the Edu- 
cation Department. My noble friend 
asked me whether the interests of Second- 
ary Education would be represented on 
this Committee. As the list of names 
which I have given will show, it is a purely 
Departmental Committee upon which no 
special form of education will be directly 
represented. Nor do I think, looking to 
the duties of this Committee, which are 
simply to organise a Department so as to 
enable it to discharge the new functions 
imposed upon it, it is desirable that the 
Committee should consist of persons par- 
ticularly interested in any special form of 
education. It is far better to have it 
composed of persons of great administra- 
tive experience, who will be able to ascer- 
tain, so far as is necessary, the views of 
the various educational authorities. I 
quite admit, however, that, although I 
look to a great deal of assistance from 
this Committee, there are certain prin- 
ciples upon which educational authorities 
have a right to receive some infor- 
mation, and which are, perhaps, too 
important to be left entirely to the 
discretion of any Committee, however 
able may be the members of whom it is. 
composed, and I will endeavour to state, 
as to those general principles, the views 
which I entertain as to the future organi- 
sation of the Department. I understand 
that some misapprehension has been 


‘caused by recent appointments which 


have been made in consequence of the re- 
signation, at the expiration of his term of 
service, of Sir John Donnelly, late Secre- 
tary of the Science and Art Department. 
As a first step towards bringing together 
under one head the whole of the Kduca- 
tion Department, Sir John Kekewich, the 
Secretary of the Education Department, 
has been appointed in addition to the 
position of Secretary of the Science and 
Art Department, and two principal 
Assistant Secretaries have been appointed 
in respect of Elementary and Science and 
Art instruction to discharge the duties 
which had hitherto been discharged by 
Sir John Kekewich and Sir John Don- 
nelly respectively. Some misapprehen- 
sion has been raised by these. appoint- 
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ments in the minds of conductors of {that there will be between the various 
public schools, who think that this is a | divisions of the Board in their subordina- 
permanent arrangement, and was in-/| tionto the permanent head. Schools and 
tended to place them in a subordinate | educational authorities will, I conceive, 
position under a Department in the | have to deal not only with one division, 
nature of the existing Science and Art| but with the Department as a whole. 
Department, but that misapprehension is | There will be many cases, as, indeed, 
unfounded. This arrangement is purely | there are now, when the same school may 
a provisional one until the new Act | have to communicate with more than one 
comes into force, and there is no doubt | Department. For instance, it may be 
that it will require some modification | that while the public schools, great or 
when, under the new Board of Education | small, will be mainly concerned with the 
Act, the Board has to discharge wider | Secondary Education division of the 
duties than it now possesses in respect of | Department, they will, as to their science 
Secondary Education. Notwithstanding | course of instruction, be in communica- 
the caution which has been given me | tion with the Science and Art division, 
by the noble Marquess opposite, I have | and it may very well be that the in- 
no hesitation in saying that I am dis- | spectors specially attached to that division 
posed to think that something in the may be usefully employed to conduct the: 
nature of a tripartite organisation of the | scientific examination of those schools. 
Department will be necessary. How-| On the other hand, the County Council, 
ever, in saying that, I must not be under- | in whose name the noble Marquess oppo- 
stood to accept the principle of division | site spoke just now, will, so far as their 
suggested by the question of my noble | existing work is concerned, be mainly in 
friend, who divides the Board into/| communication with the Science and Art 
primary, secondary, and technical Educa-| Department ; but if future legislation, 
tion Departments. That division takes|as I hope it will, enables them to 
no account whatever of the Science and | assume larger duties in. regard to what is 


Art instruction which has been carried on 
by the Science and Art Department, and 
which, of course, must be continued, or it 
assumes that the Science and Art teaching 
will become part of the secondary Educa- 
tion division. In my opinion, that 
would not be a convenient arrangement, 


called education proper, there is nothing 
to prevent them, in so far as those duties 
are concerned, entering into direct com- 
munication with the Department charged 
more with the literary side of secondary 
education. I can assure those who are 
connected with the great public schools of 





and Iam inclined to think that it will | the country that there is not the slightest 
be necessary that Scientific, Artistic, and | intention of placing them in a position of 
Technical Education will have to be con-| undue subordination to any existing 
tinued to a great extent under a division authority connected with the Science and: 
similar in character to that which exists | Art Department. On the other hand, I 
in the Science and Art Department. I) do not think that any disposition will be 
quite admit that there are duties relating | found in the new Department to check or 
to what my noble friend has called | hamper the county councils in the direc- 
Secondary Education proper, which will, | tion of extending, as I hope they will’ 
on the passing of the Act, be for the first | extend, that education which they have 
time entrusted to the Education Depart- | given in certain scientific and technical 
ment, and which could not be properly | subjects to the promotion of a wider and 
and advantageously entrusted to such a| more complete course of secondary educa- 


Department as the present Science and | tion. 





Art Department. I think it will be 
necessary that a third division should be | 
created, which will be independent of, | 
and equally responsible to, the Per- 
manent Secretary, as the divisions 
charged with Primary Education and 
Science and Art and Technical Education. 
In all the speculations which I have seen 
on the subject of the organisation of this 
Department, sufficient regard has not been 
had to the extremely close connection 


VOL. LXXIV. [Fourty Serizs.] 





THE EArt oF KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, this is, of course, a matter con- 
cerning the internal management of the 
Department, and it will depend upon the 
spirit -in' which the Department is ad- 
ministered as a whole. Nothing to my 
mind would be more disastrous than to 
separate these Departments. They should 
constitute practically two Departments. 


| There is great fear entertained that under 


3K 
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a system which, in the opinion of a great 
many persons, has not worked well up to 
the present. I am anxious to impress 
upon the noble Duke that what is wanted 
is that Secondary Education and ques- 
tions connected with it should be con- 


sidered as a whole, because I do not think | ELECTRIC LIGHTING 


there is anything more disastrous than | 
the severing of good, sound, general 
education from scientific and artistic 
education. The practical working of the 
Department will depend largely upon the | 
kind of authority which is exercised by | 
the Permanent Under Secretary. My 
only reason for making these few observa- 
tions is lest by any chance you should in 
any way drift into the former state of 
things in this new Department. 
House adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Seven o'clock, to Mon- 


day next, a quarter before 
Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 21st July 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


{COMMONS} 
another name there may be perpetuated | LOCAL G 


Reports, &e. 1532 
OVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 

Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [Lords]. 


PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL (Lords). 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time upon Monday next. 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD, LIMERICK, AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee on 
the Great Southern and Western and 
Waterford, Limerick, and Western Rail- 
way Companies Amalgamation and 
Great Southern and Western Railway 
Bills [Preamble not proved]. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. 


Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 290]. 








BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


| 


BUENOS AYRES AND PACIFIC RAIL- | 

WAY COMPANY BILL [Lords]. 

Read the third time, and passed, with- | 
out Amendment. 


LOUGHBOROUGH CORPORATION BILL | 
[Lords]. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD (FINANCE) BILL [Lords]. 


PORT TALBOT RAILWAY AND DOCKS 
BILL [Lords]. 


WESTON -SUPER- MARE, CLEVEDON, 
AND PORTISHEAD TRAMWAYS 
COMPANY (LIGHT RAILWAY EX- 
TENSIONS) BILL [Lords]. 


CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 


WHITEHAVEN 


PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (DEFEC- 
TIVE AND EPILEPTIC CHILDREN). 


Petition of the Childhood Society, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table. 
POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1845. 
Petitions for alteration of law—From 
Eastwood, and Tyrie; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Werrington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, &c. 


MALTA (POLITICAL CONDITION). 
Return [presented 20th July] to be 





the third time. 
The Earl of Kimberiey. 


printed. [No. 287.] 


| 
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’ Together with a Declaration completing 


SEAMEN AND MARINES (PENSIONS). 
Return ordered, “ showing— 


A.—Number of seamen and marines, 
according to latest returns, in re- 
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QUEEN’S COLLEGE (CORK). 

Copy presented of Report of the Pre- 

sident for the Session 1898-9, with 

Appendices [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 


Copy presented of Report of the Com- 
missioners for the period from Ist April, 
1898, to 31st March, 1899 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TREATY SERIES (No. 15, 1899). 


Copy presented of Convention between 
the United Kingdom and France for the 
Delimitation of their respective Posses- 
sions to the West of the Niger, and of 
their respective Possessions and Spheres 
of Influence to the East of that River. 
Signed at Paris, 14th June, 1898. 


the same. Signed at London, 21st March, 
1899. Ratifications exchanged at Paris 
13th June, 1899 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT LABORATORY. 


Copy presented,—of Report of the 
Principal Chemist upon the work of the 
Government Laboratory for the year 
ended 31st March, 1899, with Appendices 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATES, 1899-1900). 
Estimate presented,—of the Further 
Sums required to be voted for the Service 
of the year ending 31st March, 1900 [by 
Command]; Referred to the Committee 
‘of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 288.] 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 
of the House :— 


CHAMBER OF LONDON. 
Annual Accounts of the Chamberlain 
of London for the year 1898 [by Act] ; 
‘to be printed. [No. 289.] 


METROPOLITAN GAS COMPANIES. 


Ordered, That the Select Committee on 
Metropolitan Gas Companies have leave 
‘to sit To-morrow, notwithstanding the 
Adjournment of the House.—(Sir James 
Rankin.) 








{21 Juty 1899} 
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ceipt of the 5d. a day Greenwich 
Age Pension, and of those eligible 
on account of age and character 
but who have not yet been 
awarded it; to include men per- 
sioned for life on account of injury 


or disability. 


B.—Number of seamen and marines, 
according to latest Returns, in 
receipt of the increased age pension 
of 9d. a day, and of those eligible 
on account of age (viz. 65) and 
character, but who have not yet 


been awarded it. 


C.—Total annual cost of 


pensions in force 


Capitalised estimated 
value of the pensions 
in force, supposing 
them to represent 2} 
per cent. on a sum 
invested in Govern- 


ment Securities 


D.—KEstimated annual offi- 
cial cost of paying such 


pensions 


E.—Approximate number of seamen 
and marines who entered before 
1878, when the number of age 
pensions was by Order in Couneil 
limited to 7,500, and the approx+ 
mate years in which they will 
attain the age of 55 :— 


1899 
1900 
1901 
1902 
1903 
1904 
1905 
1906 
1907 
1908 
1909 
1910 
1911 

1912 

1913 

1914 

1915 

1916 
1917 


F.—Average number of deaths during 
the past three years amongst the 
pensioners in receipt of the age and 
increased age pensions.”-—(Lord 


Charles Beresford.) 


3K 2 
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LONDON (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
ACT, 1894 (Azcounts under Section 1 (7) 
of the Act). 
* Return ordered, “showing, according 
to the Accounts for the twelve months 
preceding the 31st day of March, 1899, 
furnished to the Local Government Board 
under Section 1 (7) of the London (Equal- 
isation of Rates) Act, 1894,— 


(1) The sanitary authorities to whom 
payments under the Act were 
made inthe year by the Lon- 

‘don County Council ; 

(2) The total amount of the sums so 
paid to every such authority ; 

(3) The total amount of the expenses | 
incurred by every such autho- | 
rity (a) under the Public | 
Health (London) Act, 1891 | 
(including expenses of scaven- | 
ging street) ; (+) in respect of 
lighting ; and (c) in respect of | 
streets (other than the ex-! 
penses of scavenging) ; and 

(4) The amount expended by each 
authority under each. of the. 
above headings out of the sums 
paid to such authority under‘ 
the Act.”—(Mr. 7, W. Russell.) 


Questions. 


LOCAL TAXATION LICENCES, 1898-9. 
Yeturn ordered, ‘of the amount re- 
ceived in respect of each administrative 
county and county borough in England 
and Wales for Local Taxation Duties and 
Penalties, under the Local Government | 
Act, 1888, in the year ended the 31st 
day of March, 1899.°—(Mr, 7. W. 
Russell.) | 


POOR RELIEF (ENGLAND AND 
WALES). 

Return ordered, “ of Statement of the | 

amount expended for In-maintenance and | 

Out-door Relief in England and Wales | 


during the half-year ended Lady Day, | 


1899 :” 


“ And similar Statement for the half- 
year ending Michaelmas, 1899.”—(Mr, 7. 
W. Russell.) ; 


AC: | 


TAXATION (ENGLAND) 
COUNT, 1898-9. 


LOCAL 


Return ordered, “showing, in respect | 


of the’ firtancial year ended the 31st day 


{COMMONS} 
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land) Account, and the amounts paid out. 


Questions. 


of such Licenses and Estate Duty to, or: 


on behalf of, the council of each adminis- 
trative county and county borough ; (2) 
the amounts paid out of the proceeds of 
the Local Taxation (Customs and Excise). 
Duties to each police authority in aid of 
police pension fands; and (3) the amounts 
paid out of the residue of the proceeds of 


| those Duties to the council of each adminis- 


trative county and county borough.”— 


(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 


FLEETS (GREAT BRITAIN AND 
FOREIGN COUNTRIES). 

Return ordered, “showing the Fleets 
of Great Britain, France, Russia, Germany, 
Italy, United States of America, and 
Japan, distinguishing : Battleships, built 
and building ; Cruisers, built and build- 
ing ; Coast Defence Vessels, built and 
building ; Torpedo Vessels, Torpedo Boat 
Destroyers, and Torpedo Boats, built and 
building.” 


“Return to show date of launch, dis- 
placement, and armaments reduced to one 
common scale (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 206, of Session 1898).” 
—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 





QUESTIONS. 


ROYAL MARINE ARTILLERY EXAMI- 
NATIONS. 

Sm J. COLOMB (Yarmouth): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether candidates for commissions in the 
Royal Marine Artillery have to pass, 


previous to ‘joining the Royal Naval 


College, the same examinations as candi- 
dates for commissions in the Royal Artil- 
lery and Engineers have to pass, previous 
to joining the Royal Military Academy, 
Woolwich ; could he state how much time 
is subsequently spent in studies and in- 


' struction at the Royal Naval College, the 


gunnery ship “ Excellent,” and at head- 
quarters before the whole course of artil- 


_lery training at the public cost is com- 


| pleted ; 


whether, : during the whole 
course of their professional career, these 
officers have to undergo various re- 
trainings and examinations in order to 
secure cofitinuous efficiency ; 1s he 


‘of March, 1899°(1) the total amount of aware that no officer of the Royal 
‘the Local Taxation Licenses and Estate| Navy has yet passed the Woolwich 
Duty paid into the Local Taxation (Eng- | advanced artillery class, while. certain 
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officers of the Royal Marine Artillery 
have done so, and hold the p.a.c. certi- 


ficate ; why it is the Admiralty do not 
now utilise, as formerly, the scientific, 
technical, and practical artillery know- 
ledge of the Royal Marine Artillery 
officers, acquired at the expense of the 
State, by employing them on committees 


or in posts of administration specially 


concerned with naval ordnance and the 
artillery service of the fleet ; whether he 
proposes to fully explain to the House, 
when in Committee on the Navy Esti- 
mates, the reasons of the Admiralty in 
generally excluding from duties they are 
specially trained to fulfil the officers of 
this branch of the naval service; and 
what is the policy of the Admiralty in 
respect of the use and application of this 
artillery corps. 


THE FIRST LORD or THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. GoscHen, St. 
‘George’s, Hanover Square): The answer 
to the first question is ‘ Yes,” and to the 
second question, “ Three and a-half years.” 
Officers of the Royal Marine Artillery 
are required to re qualify, and to pass the 
usual examinations for promotion, but 


these officers, unless they are gunnery | 
instructors, are never, during their whole | 


period of service, re-qualified in the Naval 
Gunnery Schools. The Admiralty have 
not considered it necessary to allow naval 
officers to go through the course referred 
to; but three officers, R.M.A., have 
passed the Artillery College. With re- 
ference to the last three questions, there 
is no system or policy of exclusion such 
as the hon. and gallant Member suggests, 


and accordingly I have no reasons to give. 


For example, three Marine Artillery 
officers are employed in the ordnance 
factories. The object of this valuable 
corps is to take their share in the artillery 


duties generally connected with the fleet ; 
‘for example, they are specially employed 


in ships where there are the largest guns. 
They are not sent to the smaller ships. 
As regards the purely scientific side, the 
hon. and gallant Member should bear in 
mind that scientific matters relating to 
ordnance questions, both naval and 
military, are mainly dealt with by the 
War Department. 


TRAINING SHIP TO VISIT 
STORNOWAY. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
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ralty whether arrangements can be made 
for a training ship to visit Stornoway this 
year. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : A visit to Stornoway 


is included in the programme of the 
ensuing cruise of the “ Northampton.” 


Questions. 


SUGAR FOR THE NAVY. 
COLONEL MILWARD (Warwick, 
Stratford-on-Avon): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether, in 
ordering sugar for consumption in the 
Navy, preference is given to colonial 
grown and British refined sugar. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. MAcARTNEY, Antrim, ‘S8.): 
The reply is in the affirmative. British 
refined sugar only is used in naval 
hospitals and for the manufacture -of 
soluble chocolate. Since 1892 cane sugar 
only has been bought for the use of the 
fleet. i 


VOLUNTEER SERGEANT INSTRUG- 
TORS AND RECRUITING. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether it is intended to 
enforce the recently-issued order by whieh 
sergeant instructors of Volunteers are 
compelled to act as recruiters for thé 
Army ; whether he is aware that, despite 
the pledge given by the Secretary of State 
for War to the effect that non-commis- 
sioned officers shall not be taken away 
from the work of the corps to which they 
are attached, non-commissioned officers so 
attached have, in fact, been taken away 
from the work of their corps, and have 
been ordered to undertake recruiting 
duties at a distance from headquarters 
without their own commanding officers 
being consulted or even informed ; 
whether the Secretary of State for War 
was correctly informed when he stated 
that whereas 135 Volunteer instructors 
obtained only fifteen recruits, one 
instructor alone obtained nineteen 
recruits ; and whether it is the fact that 
the nineteen recruits in question were 
actually re-engaged telegraphists belong- 
ing to the Reserve. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WYNDHAM, 
Dover): The order referred to was a 
memorandum sent to General Officers 
Commanding Districts instructing them 
as to the use of the staff at their disposal 
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for recruiting. Part of that staff consists 
of the sergeant-instructors of Volunteers. 
No new obligation is imposed by the 
memorandum, which refers to rules that 
have been in force since 1881. The 
Volunteer Regulations lay down that a 
sergeant-instructor is not to be employed 
away from his station without the consent 
of his commanding officer, nor should 
any instructor be permitted to neglect his 
work with his corps for the sake of 
recruiting duties. No case of such 
neglect has been brought to the Secre- 
tary of State’s notice. In reply to the 
third paragraph, the statement made by 
the Secretary of State was correct ; but 
it differed from the figures in the 
question, as he said that 134 Volunteer 
sergeants had raised seventeen recruits. 
The nineteen recruits raised by one other 
sergeant did belong to the Telegraph 
Reserve or the Post Office Corps. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Is it in- 


tended to enforce the instruction ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The General 
Officershave been reminded of their duties 
as laid down in the Regulations, and it 
is naturally expected that they will act 
in accordance with the terms of the 
memorandum. 


WINCHESTER RIFLE RANGE. 
Mr.. MYERS (Winchester): I beg to 


ask the Under Secretary ot State for War | 


if he will state what steps are being taken 
to provide a rifle range for the City of 
Winchester and neighbourhood. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Secretary of 
State had hoped to establish a range at 
Chileomb, but the price demanded for the 
land was so high that the proposed range 
has had to be abandoned. 


ENLISTMENTS INTO THE ARMY 


AND MILITIA. 

GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he has any objection to state 
the number of men who have enlisted into 
the Army and Militia respectively this 
year as compared with the same period 
last year. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: Up to the 30th 
June 17,434 men had enlisted for the 
regular Army and 21,268 had joined the 
Militia as against 17,789 and 22,440 re- 
spectively for the same period of 1898. 


{COMMONS} 
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The enlistments stated above do not in- 
clude 1,700 men for Colonial Corps as 
against 780 last year. 


Questions. 


MILITARY ESTABLISHMENTS. 


GENERAL RUSSELL : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the regular Army and Militia are 
at this moment up to the full establish- 
ments voted by Parliament ; and, if not, 
how many men are deficient in each ser- 
vice respectively. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: On the Ist July 
the Army was 16,884, the Militia 19,236 
below the establishments voted. The hon. 
and gallant Member will recollect that so 
far as the Army is concerned the estimates. 
for this year and for last year were pre- 
sented to Parliament in a new form 
which gives, not the establishment for the 
year in question, but the ultimate esta- 
blishment to be reached when the pro- 
grammes of 1897, 1898, and 1899 shall 
have been completed, and that the date 
anticipated for that completion is the year 
1901-2. 


RANSOMS PAID TO BRIGANDS. 


Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington) : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs what were the dates of 
the payments of the ransoms of Colonel 
Synge, who was captured by brigands 
near Salonika in February, 1880, and of 
Mr. Suter, who was captured by brigands 


| near Salonika in April, 1881 ; what were 


the respective amounts in English money ; 
and on what grounds these ransoms of 
two English subjects were paid out of 
the surplus of the Cyprus tribute instead 
of out of the English Treasury ; whether 
the money so paid is regarded as a loan 
to the English Treasury from the surplus 
of the Cyprus tribute ; and whether in- 
terest thereon is paid into the said surplus 
fund. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop- 
RICK, Surrey, Guildford) : Colonel Synge’s. 
ransom was paid March 31st, 1880; Mr. 
Suter’s May 26th, 1881. As will be seen 
from the Blue Book, Turkey, No. 1% 
(1881), page 39, the amount of the 
former ransom was £10,835 4s. 3d. ; that 
of the latter £13,636. The grounds on 
which these ransoms were paid out of the 
surplus of the Cyprus tribute will be 
seen from Earl Granville’s despatch to the 
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Earl of Dufferin of September 26th, 1881 | 
(Turkey, No. 11, 1881, page 39). The 
answer to the remaining part of the ques- 
tion is in the negative. 


Questions. 








TOULON MAGAZINE EXPLOSION. | 


ADMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether our 
Ambassador at Paris can be requested 
to ascertain and report as to the recent 
disastrous explosion of the magazine at 
Toulon ; the causes of the said explosion ; 
the nature of the high explosives stored 
there ; the amount or weight of contents 
of magazine ; the distance of magazine 
from the dockyard ; and the number of 
lives lost and houses destroyed, the area 
of destruction, and the amount of damage 
done in or to the dockyard and town ; 
and whether the French authorities con- 
template re-erecting the magazine on the 
old site, or whether it is to be removed 
to a greater distance from the town and 
dockyard, together with any other infor- 
mation tending to elucidate the mystery 
of the explosion, for our better informa- 
tion and guidance in the construction and 
position of magazines in this country. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Her Majesty’s 
Government are fully alive to the import- 
ance of obtaining full information as to | 
the cause of such an explosion as occurred 
at Toulon. A report has been obtained, 


{21 Jury 1899} 





but any information of this character 
relating to foreign arsenals is necessarily | 
regarded as confidential. i 
ApmirAL FIELD: Will the hon. | 
Gentleman allow me to look at it ? 
| 


No answer was given. 


ALASKA BOUNDARY DISPUTE. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S8.): I beg to ask | 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he can state when papers deal- 
ing with recent events in Samoa will be 
presented to Parliament ; and whether it 
is intended to place any papers upon the 
table of the House before the end of the 
Session relating to the disputes between 
the United States and Canada over the 
Alaska boundary question and other 
matters of contention between the two 
countries. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No papers with 
regard to Samoa can be presented until 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS -SAMOA— 
! 
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the full Report of the Commission has been 
received. It is believed that the Commis- 
sion will shortly leave Samoa. With re- 
gard to the second paragraph of the ques- 
tion the negotiations on the Alaska 
Boundary question are still in progress, 
and it would not therefore be practicable 
to lay any papers on the subject before 
the House at the present time. 


Questions. 


THE RAMSGATE HARBOUR 
MASTERSHIP. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD 
(York): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he will post- 
pone for a short time the question of 
filling up the vacancy caused by the 
death of Captain Jones, the harbour 
master at Ramsgate, so as to afford an 
opportunity of proposals being submitted 
to the Board of Trade for dealing with 
the whole question of the future arrange- 
ments of Ramsgate harbour. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Rircuir, Croydon) : What- 
ever may be the future in store for Rams- 
gate harbour, a harbour master will be 
necessary, and as it is very undesirable 
that this post should remain vacant for 
any lengthened period I propose to make 
the appointment without delay. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Has my right hon. friend con- 
sidered as an alternative the desirability 
of making an interim arrangement for the 
duties of the post to be earried out, 
pending the settlement of the whole 
question as to the future ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: I feel bound to get 
the best man I can, and I do not think it 
desirable to delay filling the office. 


BOY SAILORS FOR THE NAVY AND 
MERCANTILE MARINE. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of 'Trade, whether 
the scheme with regard to boy sailors, 
introduced by him into the Merchant 
Shipping (Mercantile Marine Fund) Act 
of last year, appears likely to prove a 
failure ; and, if so, whether, having regard 
to the admitted importance of the subject, 
he intends to propose any modification of 
the scheme. 


Mr. RITCHIE: As the scheme to 
which the right hon. Baronet refers only 
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came into operation on the Ist April, I 
‘think it would be premature to say 
definitely whether it is likely to prove a 
success or a failure. I am not prepared 
to propose any modification of it. 


Questions. 


SCHOOL REGISTERS IN SCOTLAND. 


{COMMONS} 





Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 


Questions. 1544 


opposing, the Congested Districts Board 
Bill, something might be done. 


PORTMAHOMACK HARBOUR. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland is aware that the construction of 
a light railway between Fearn and 


beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether | Portmahomack, for which he granted a 


he has considered the difficulties _ which | 


will be imposed on teachers in keeping | 
the register of the school in conformity | 
with the requirements of Article 19, B 1, | 
of the new code, which necessitates a | 
constant watch for all children passing 
their seventh and tenth birthdays ; and | 
whether he could substitute one average 
grant for all children up to ten years | 
old, instead of the two grants of 18s. and 
20s. for children of seven years and ten 
years respectively. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. | 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The new | 
code very greatly lessens the complica- 
tion of the returns required, and it is not | 
considered by the Department that the 
condition referred to imposes any undue | 
burden on the teachers. The alternative | 
suggested would cause financial difficulty, | 
and is inexpedient from an educational 
point of view. 


MINOR LIGHTHOUSES AND BRIDGES 
IN SCOTLAND. 


certificate some time back, is in great 
measure dependent on Portmahomack 
Harbour being so improved as to be avail- 
able for moderate-sized boats at all states 
of the tide; and will he take this point 
into consideration with a view to 
approaching the Treasury for a grant 
in aid of the improvement of the 
harbour. 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY : I have 
already informed the hon. Member as to 
the conditions under which the Secretary 
for Scotland would be disposed to recom- 
mend a grant to Treasury, in respect of 
Portmahomack Harbour. 


PEDDIESTON SCHOOL WATER 
SUPPLY. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, having regard to the fact that, 
on the 27th of June last, it was stated 
that the material required for completing 
the contract for conducting water to the 
Peddieston Public School and the farm 


‘towns of Ardivall and Muirton (Black 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, in view of the fact that it is 
vated in a memorandum by the Under 
Secretary for Scotland, on page 6 of the 
Congested Districts Board Report, that 
fresh legislation seems to be required to 
secure the maintenance of minor light- 
houses and bridges unfit for cart. traffic, 
will he state whether any arrangements 
have yet been made by which these minor 
lighthouses and bridges may be prevented 
from falling into decay ; and, if not, will 
he state what action it is proposed to take 
in the matter. 

*Mr. A, GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Secretary for Scotland has nothing to add 


to the reply given by me to the hon. 
Member a week ago. 


Mr. WEIR: Am I to 
that nothing is to be done ? 


understand | 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: If the | 
hon. Member would further, instead * 


Isle) was expected by the local authority 
to be received during the week, will he 
state whether progress is now being made 
with the work, and when it is expected to 
be complete. 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: Yes, 
Sir, progress is being made, but I am not 
prepared to fix an exact day and say 
that the work will be completed on that 
day. 

STORNOWAY PRISON. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, having regard to the fact that 
the protest of the Ross and Cromarty 
County Council against the proposal to 
discontinue Stornoway Prison, and convert 


it into licensed police cells, has been, under 
the consideration of the Secretary for 


|Scotland for some time, will he state 
when a decision of the subject may be 


expected ; and, if a decision has already 
been arrived at, will he state its nature. 
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*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Secretary for Scotland has already in- 
formed the County Council of Ross and 
Cromarty that, after full consideration, 
he has decided for the present not to close 
Stornoway Prison. 


POOR RELIEF IN SCOTLAND, 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state whether, in view 
of the petitions which have been pre- 
sented to the House of Commons in favour 
of the repeal of the 37th section of the 
Poor Law Act for the relief of the poor in 
Scotland, the Secretary for Scotland will 
consider the expediency of introducing 
legislation on the subject early next 
session. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Secretary for Scotland has no informa- 
tion as to petitions which are presented to 
the House of Commons, and in any case 
he is not prepared to come under an obli- 
gation about legislation for next session 
at the present time. 


DEER FOREST RETURN. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state when the Deer 
Forest Return, which was granted on 
14th March last, will be laid upon the 
Table of the House. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Return will be laid on the Table of the 
House in the course of a few days. 


GOATS AND TUBERCULOSIS. 
Mr. STEPHENS (Middlesex, Horn- 


sey): I beg to ask the President of the | 


Board of Agriculture whether he has 
observed, from the memorandum included 
in the Report of the Delegates of Her 
Majesty’s Government on 
national Congress on Tuberculosis, that 
goats are stated to be refractory to 
tuberculosis infection ; whether he 
is aware that, owing to difficulties 
connected with the supply of milk by 
farmers, the rural poor are in the main 
dependent upon goats for their milk 


supply ; and whether he is disposed to | 


recognise the importance of the produc- 
tion and use of goats’ milk in the arrange- 
ments and regulations of the Board of 
Agriculture. 


*Toe PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 


OF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
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the Inter- | 


| committed and at the trial. 
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Questions. 


pool, West Derby): I have seen the 
memorandum to which my hon. friend 
refers, and although I could not associate 
myself with so strong a statement of the 
position in regard to the supply of goat’s 
milk as that contained in the second 
paragraph of his question, I shall always 
be happy to do anything in my power to 
promote its production, consistently with 
my statutory obligations under the 
Diseases of Animals Acts. 


THE MENTAL CONDITION OF 
CONVICTS. : 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottinghamshire, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department in what manner 
medical evidence as to the sanity or in- 
sanity of a convict is taken by the Crown ; 
is there a printed form of questions to be 
| answered ; and, if so, will he lay a copy 
of the form upon the Table of the House ; 
whether the medical opinion sought is 
confined to inquiry as to the state of 
mind and responsibility of the convict at 
the date of the criminal act ; and whether 
'a statement of the ascertained family 
| history of a convict suspected of inherited 
insanity is included in the evidence on 
which medical opinion is required. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuirte RipLey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
The discretion of the medical men, whose 
opinion is obtained by me from time to 
| time with regard to the mental condition 
of convicts is not restricted in any way 
by a form of questions. In the case of 
inquiry into the mental condition of a 
convict under sentence of death I proceed 
in accordance with Section 2 of the 
Criminal Lunatics Act of 1884, which 
says that the doctors when appointed 
“shall forthwith examine such prisoner 
and inquire as to his insanity,” and shall 
then report in writing to me. It is 
obvious that any medical man in forming 
an opinion on a question of this kind 
/must take into consideration a convict’s 
family history, and all available evidence 
on this point is always placed before the 
| medical men charged with the inquiry. 
| They are expected to report on all the 
| aspects of the case, including the past 
| mental history of the convict as well as 
| his state of mind when the crime was 
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COTTAGE HOMES SELECT COM- 
MITTEE. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 

’ Tyneside): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Local Government Board why 
the evidence given before the Cottage | 
Homes Select Committee has not yet been | 
published, and when it will be published. | 


THe SECRETARY To tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RwussELL, Tyrone, 8.): I hope it will be 
ssued within the next few days. 





EDINBURGH CASTLE. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First | 
Commissioner of Works whether he has | 
yet been able to make arrangements under | 
which Edinburgh Castle will be kept open | 
for inspection by the public on Saturday | 
afternoon until a later hour than at. 
present. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuctas, Kent, St. | 
Augustine’s): Yes, Sir. The new ar- | 


rangement is now in force, and will be | 
tried experimentally during the summer | 
both at Edinburgh Castle and at Holyrood | 
Palace. | 
VOLUNTEERS IN THE POSTAL | 
SERVICE. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 1548. 


public funds. I do not consider that the 
practice—if it exists—of allowing special. 
leave to officers of the upper ranks of the 
service for the purpose of attending 
camp should be continued. Such absence. 
should count as part of the officer's: 
ordinary vacation. 


ILKESTON POSTMEN’S GRIEVANCES. 
Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster-General, if any de- 
cision has yet been come to on the 
memorial, dated March last, of six Ilkeston: 
postmen asking for payment of a 5 p.m. 
to 6 p.m. collection duty, which they do. 
in rotation and for which they have- 
received no remuneration for six years. 


Mr. HANBURY: It appears on in- 
quiry that the application referred ta. 
was made to the local postmaster in April 
last, and the postmen were then informed 
by him that the arrangements at Ilkeston 
were under revision, and that their com- 
plaint would receive attention. It has. 
not yet been practicable to complete the 
revision ; but the duties of the postmen 
in question are now being tested, and 
should it appear that there has been any 
deficiency in the past payments for- 


Sunday duty, care will be taken that the 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets | postmen receive the amounts properly 


Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- | 
master-General, if, in view of his promise | 
on 11th August last, he has looked into | 


| due to them for the work, 


NORWICH POSTMEN’S STRIPES. 
Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 


the matter of Volunteers employed on | Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
what is known as the minor establish-| ing the Postmaster-General, if he can 
ment of the Post Office ; and if he is now | explain the reason for the delay which 
prepared to allow them the same privi- | prevails in the matter of awarding stripes 
lege as is accorded to the employees on | earned by Norwich postmen ; whether he 
what is known as the major establishment | is aware that thirty Norwich men are 
of attending the camp at Aldershot with- | awaiting stripes, some of them for a. 
out being the losers either monetarily or | period of two years ; and whether he will 


in time deducted from vacation. 


| consent to reconsider the case of two men 


ee map ....|( Woodhouse and Saunders) whose col- 
Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to | leagues feel that stripes due to them have 


THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanzury, Pres- been harshly withheld for offences of a 
ton): I have made further inquiry into | very trivial character. 


this matter, and I find that every facility | 
consistent with the interests of the public | 


Mr. HANBURY: My attention has. 





service is given toall grades of Post Office | been called to the case of these postmen 
employees to attend annual camps of | by my two hon. friends the Members for 
exercise ; and in a large number of cases | Norwich. As I have already explained 
the men are enabled to attend without | to them, considerable delay has occurred 
expense to themselves. I think that the | in dealing with the cases of the postmen 
existing arrangements are sufficiently | referred to in the first part of the ques- 
liberal, and that it would not be justifiable | tion owing to difficulties in verifying the 
to increase the charge which now falls on | men’s auxiliary or unestablished service. 
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and to pressure of work in the Surveyor’s 
Office. It is expected that they will be 
completed in a very short time, and such 
good conduct stripes as may be awarded 
will, of course, date back to the time 
when the men become eligible to receive 
them. As regards Postmen Woodhouse 
and Saunders their good conduct stripes 
have been awarded strictly in accordance 
with the rules, and there is nothing to 
take the cases out of the ordinary course. 
Five consecutive years’ unblemished ser- 
Vice is necessary to obtain a good conduct 
stripe, and Woodhouse received one as 
from Ist April, 1897. Saunders’ stripe 
dates from 12th December, 1896; and in 
neither case can another stripe be gained 
till five years from those dates. Neither 
of these men was eligible to receive 
a stripe before the date on which the 
award was made. 


THE KINGSTOWN NEWSMAN. 
Strr_ THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 


{21 Juny 1899} 


Questions. 1550- 


Mr HANBURY: I think the only 
difference is that he had a monopoly 
before ; now he has a competitor. 


Mr. DAVITT: Is it not a fact that. 
this picturesque personality has been in. 
this position for the last fifty-two years ? 
Is it not cruel to take it away from. 
him now ? 


Mr. HANBURY: I believe he has. 
been in the position a long time. I will 
see if anything more can be done. 


LETTERFRACK LETTER DELIVERIES. 


Mr. O’MALLEY (Galway, Connemara):. 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster-General, if 
he is aware that the morning delivery of 
letters in Letterfrack, County Galway, is. 
'almost invariably late, and that great 
| inconvenience is caused thereby to the 
‘residents and tourists; whether he is. 
|aware that the local post office officials 








W.) : I beg to ask the President of the | have notified to those now having their 
Board of Trade if his attention has been | letters delivered on Sundays that in future: 
called to the case of Mr. Davy Stephens, of | such delivery will not be made ; and if he- 
Kingstown ; and, if anything can be done | will take steps to have the letters delivered 
to remedy his grievances. | on Sundays as heretofore. 


Mr. HANBURY : Davy Stephens was |. Mr. HANBURY: Letterfrack is served. 
the only vendor of newspapers, etc., | by road from Galway, a distance of about 
admitted on the Carlisle Pier and mail | fifty miles. During the last four weeks 
boats for many years. In May last | the mail car has reached Letterfrack late 
application was made to the Board of | 0D fifteen occasions. The average time 
Works by the firm of Messrs. Eason for lost on the journey has been eleven 
permission to admit one of theiremployees | nutes, due chiefly to heavy parcel 
to the Mail Packet Pier, Kingstown, to mails. Every effort is made to maintain 





sell newspapers, etc. The Board com- 
municated with the City of Dublin Steam 
Packet Company, whose passengers are 
mainly concerned, and as it was shown 
that the increased traffic on the mail 


steamers called for increased facilities, they | 
gave—in agreement with the company— | 


the permission sought for by Messrs. 
Eason, but otherwise made no change as 
regards Stephens. The City of Dublin 
Steam Packet Company accorded _per- 
mission to Messrs. Eason to sell news- 
papers, etc., on their steamers, but 
Stephens has not been excluded from the 
steamers. 


Sir THOMAS. ESMONDE: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman ascertain if the 
Steam Packet Company will allow 
Stephens to retain his old position on the 
gangway of the boats ? 


| punctuality, and having regard to the: 
| difficulties of the service, very fair time 
'is being kept. The Sunday delivery was 
temporarily discontinued under a mis- 
apprehension, and will be restored forth- 
with. 


WARING STREET POST OFFICE, 
BELFAST. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster- 
General, will he explain why the clerks 
employed in the Waring Street Office, 
Belfast, are not afforded the privilege of 
rotation, as intimated in a recent reply, 
and will the Department consider the 
matter ; and did the Department, before 
the employment of this place as an office,. 
feel satisfied that the necessary sanitary 
arrangements had been provided. 
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Mr. HANBURY: The post office in] THE IRISH LANGUAGE IN IRISH 
Waring Street, Belfast, is a town sub- SCHOOLS. 
office, and until lately the post office; Mr. O'MALLEY: I beg to ask the 
‘duties were performed by assistants in the | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
service of the sub-postmaster. Now there | of Ireland if he is aware that the require- 
are three women attached to the office | ments of the Irish National School pro- 
who are established, but who are paid on | gramme in all subjects are as stringently 
a lower scale of wages than the head office | exacted by some inspectors in Irish 
staff, and consequently do not rotate with | speaking localities where the pupils hardly 
the head office staff. It is not usual to|ever hear English spoken outside the 
inspect the sanitary arrangements at a | school-room, as they are in Dublin, Belfast, 
sub-office, and it is not likely that any | or other exclusively English - speaking 
such examination was made in 1887 when | districts ; and whether he will recommend 
the Waring Street office was opened, but | that a lower standard of answering be 
it is reported that at present sanitary | accepted for pass marks in Irish-speaking 
arrangements in the office premises are | districts, particularly in such subjects as 
quite satisfactory. reading, composition, &c. 


ae ene , Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : I have referred 
AGRICULTURAL TEACHING IN IRISH | this question to the Commissioners of 
SCHOOLS. Nati 7 ‘ 
' 2% National Education, who state they 
Mr. Oo MALLEY: I beg to ask the | believe that every reasonable allowance is 
SS i 
. ? he | difficulties experienced by the pupils 
very difficult text-book on agriculture has | attending the sahanal Schools in Irish- 
been introduced into Irish national schools, | speaking districts. The commissioners 
ee eas ee ee 
» whe yé é ass,/ down a second standard examination in 
beginning with the junior fifth, is required | the results programme, but that any 
to know, in order to merit a pass in this difficulty as regards reading in the few 
subject, the special portions of the pro-| remote localities where Irish is still 
gramme for the preceding classes in addi- | largely spoken is met, as far as possible, 
tion to its own; and, if such is the case, | by the regulation that an explanation 
tees ees ae ees oe * 
é ‘ 8b | unable to give it in English, 
school inspectors not to insist at the | 
results examination, particularly in Irish- | THE GRENADIER GUARDS. 
speaking localities, for the next few years; ir J, FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
on a knowledge from any one class of the | N.E.): I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
programme in agriculture for the pre-| tary to the War Office a question of which 
ceding classes. I have given him private notice— namely, 
Tur CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE-| Whether a decision has yet been come to 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour (Leeds, bens to the claim of the F irst Battalion 
Central): The new edition of the Agri- | Grenadier Guards for £300 for the loss 
cultural Text-book contains substantially of their canteen stores in the Nile last 
the same matter as the old edition. It is | Year. 
written in a simpler style, and is thus less | #*Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
difficult for children to learn. As a rule | tae WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powet 
upils are expected to be prepared for | yw ee ers 8 sagan 
paiuaeation th the parts of : subject | ee en os See Ole e 
pé Jet decision has been come to to allow the 


studied in previous years. A relaxation | J, of £3 41, the amount claimed. 
of this rule was allowed in the case of | 


agriculture on the introduction of the 
new text-book, and this relaxation will be | 
continued to the required extent as long 
-as may be deemed necessary. As regards anes 


the third paragraph, the Commissioners} THEFIRST LORD ortHe TREASURY 
do not consider it advisable to make a! (Mr. A. J. BALFouR, Manchester, E.) : It 
difference in the standard of examination may be for the convenience of the House 
in different localities. | if I state that I propose to take the Food 
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and Drugs Bill as first Order on Monday. 
The Irish Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction Bill will be taken second, the 
Telephones Bill third, and the Scotch 
Private Legislation Procedure Bill fourth. 
I understand that there is very little left 
to discuss in the Food and Drugs Bill, 
and that the Irish Agriculture Bill should 
not take long, and I hope to get to the 
Scotch Procedure Bill at a time which 
will enable me to fulfil my promise to 
an hon. Gentleman opposite that he shall 
have an opportunity of stating his views 
some time before twelve o’clock. On Tues- | 
day I propose to take the Colonial Loans | 
Bill first, the Naval Works Bill second, and | 
the Committee stage of the Niger Bill third. | 
It must be understood, however, that that | 
programme is necessarily dependent upon | 
the progress made on Monday. I propose | 
to take the Colonial Vote on Friday next, | 
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COMMONS AND OPEN SPACES BILL. 
[Lords]. 

Read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday next, and to be 

printed. [Bill 285. ] 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION. 

Bill to amend the Ancient Monuments 
Protection Acts, ordered to be brought in 
by Lord Balcarres, Sir John Brunner, Sir 
John Lubbock, Mr. Bryce, Mr. Carson, 
and Sir John Stirling-Maxwell. 


TRADE MARKS. 


Bill to amend and consolidate the Law 
relating to Trade Marks, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Moulton, Mr. Butcher, 
Mr. Kearley and Mr. Provand. 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION 
BILL. 


“To amend the Ancient Monuments 


GREENOCK AND PORT GLASGOW. 


~ upon ‘Monday next. 





because I understand that that is in| : 
accordance with the wish of the right | Protection Acts,” presented, and read the 


hon. Gentleman opposite ; but I hope the | first time ; to be read a second time upon: 
House will allow me to get certain non-| Friday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
contentious Votes first. It is extremely | 286.] 
important that these Votes should be | 


passed. | TRADE MARKS BILL. 


| “To amend and consolidate the Law 
| relating to Trade Marks,” presented, and 
| read the first time ; to be read a second 


That they have agreed to— | time upon Tuesday next, and to be prin- 
| ted. [Bill 287. ] 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


With an Amendment. | 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 





SUPPLY [20TH ALLoTTEeD Day}. 


BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO Considered in Committee. 
RAILWAY BILL. sae 
(In the Committee.) 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
Navy Estimates, 1899-1900. 


DERBY CORPORATION TRAMWAYS, | 
&c., BILL. 


With Amendments. 


| 1.:Motion made: and Question pro- 
| posed, ‘That -a suni, not exceeding 
| £6,601,000, be granted: to Her Majesty, 
Asbendiaeeis to— pe | to defray the expense ‘of the. Contract 
METROPOLIS MANAGEMENT “ACTS | wine val re eps ati 
AMENDMENT “(BYE-LAWS) \, BILL | diving the year ending on the Bist day 
ae , ' | of March, 1900.”: 


| .*Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
fe | In rising to move the ‘motion which stands. 

SOUTH HANTS WATER BILL [Lords]. ) in my name for the reduction of this Vote 
Without Amendment. | by £1,000, I must say I am impelled to 

; i | take this course for two reasons ; the first 

PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL |‘mechanical, and the second monetary. In 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. . | regard: to: the ‘first, I do not intend to 

Lords Amendment to be considered | traverse the ground I have gone over this 
last four or-five years in respect of the. 


TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. 
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‘machinery which is fitted on board Her | the 


Majesty’s ships. It would weary the 
House to go too much into detail, and a 


{COMMONS} 
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boiler and engine department. 
The Admiralty engineers say that these 
boilers of this new yacht will last two 


‘purely mechanical discussion would be out | commissions, yet the Board of Trade 


of place in this Committee. But at the 
same time events which have occurred in the 
‘fleet during the last twelve months have 


would not pass them for more than three 
months. Here is an anomaly to which I 
want to direct the attention of this House, 


shown that there must be something | We have two Government Departments 


‘seriously wrong in the mechanical ar- 
rangements of our splendid vessels. 
When I read of the trial trips which have 
taken place, and of the mobilisation of the 
fleet now in operation, I see there are 
grave grounds for dread as to what would 
‘be the condition of our ships in war time. 
I find that two of our first-class cruisers, 
the “Europa” and the “ Argonaut,” 
which performed their trial trips in a 
highly satisfactory manner, are now 
‘wounded ducks, and cannot keep 
up with the fleet. And when I turn 
to other vessels, I find the “ Perseus,” 
the “Pactolus,” the 


“Pegasus,” the | 


differing as to what is the life of a boiler. 
I now come to the case of other ships 
fitted with the Belleville boilers. I sym- 
pathise with the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty very much. He was left a legacy 
by the former government, and he is 
now endeavouring, by all the means in 
| his power, to make a success of the work 
| bequeathed to him. The fates, how- 
| ever, are against him. Take to-day’s 
'news of the fleet. We have here the 
|report of the Admiral. What do I find 
lin it? Ifind that the Admiral signalled 
“Too much smoke.” Now, of all things 
the one most calculated to defeat the 











““ Niobe,” and the “Pelorus,” are all more or | object of a fleet is that it should issue 
less in a very bad condition. The general | too much smoke, because it shows the 
complaint is simply this: that the boilers | enemy where you are and what you are 





of these vessels are insufficient for the 
work required of them. I think that is 
ipretty well proved by reports received 
from independent sources. This is a 
‘matter of national interest. Our ships 


-ought to be the best in the world. We | 


pay the best money, and we ought to 
have the best ships. But what do I find ? 
We are brought face to face with a very 
‘serious state of affairs indeed. Let me 
give the House one illustration to show 
the peculiar condition in which our 
Admiralty places itself. Take the case 
-of the Royal yacht. Here is a splendid 
vessel built, practically, to carry pas- 
‘sengers. She is fitted with Belleville 
‘boilers. Mark this point. Had_ that 
vessel been fitted under the supervision 


| doing. What do the engineers say about 
these boilers? The engineer of the 
“Europa” says he wishes he had no 
Belleville boilers at all. Take another 
| phase of the question. The “Argonaut” 
and the “ Furious ” are only one-third of 
| the size of the “ Majestic,” yet they con- 
sume more than double the quantity of 
coal, 








THE FIRST LORD or THE AD- 
| MIRALTY (Mr. GoscHeEn, St. George’s, 
Hanover-square): What are you quoting 
| from 4 


*Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: From an 
article by a correspondent on board a 
warship in which he embodies information 





-of the Board of Trade instead of by a 
‘Government Department like the Admir- 
-alty, this yacht would not have been given 
.a longer warranty for her boilers than | 
three months. The Board of Trade was | 
instituted to insure the safety of life and | 
property in ships. Its engineers are the | 
best in the country. The head Surveyor | 
‘of the Board of Trade is a man who, I 
believe, has not his equal in practical 
-experience in engineering. The engineers 
-of the Board of Trade are first-class prac- 
tice men with sea-going and shore experi- 
-ence. These are the men who control the 
Board of Trade, and, practically, the 
Mercantile Marine of this country in 


Mr. William Allan. 





which he got from the engineer. It isa 
well-known fact that these boilers do con- 
sume double the quantity of coal that 
the boilers of an ordinary merchant ship 
would do. Again, they must always be 
fired with Welsh coal. The First Lord 
of the Admiralty told us that, and I would 
like to know what these vessels are going 
to do when they are ata place at which 
they cannot get Welsh coal. The 
question. comes to be very serious 
from this point of view. Then, 
again, we have the condemnation of 
these boilers by the Board of Trade in a 
Report issued the other day under the 
Boilers Explosions Act. The Report of 
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the head surveyor of the Board of Trade 
on this point is simply startling. He 
says the failure of the tubes of water-tube 
‘boilers is known to be of common occur- 
rence, and that the bursting of a tube not 
only disables a boiler entirely until repairs 
are effected, but is a source of danger to 
human life. These boilers are condemned 
by men of all ranks, from the admiral 
down to the stoker. We want to have 
men on board our ships, men who will not 
only stand up before the enemy’s guns, but 
who will stand in the stoke-hold and engine 
room and serve steadily while the vessel 
is under fire. I have letters from firemen 
and engine-room artificers complaining of 
the nervous dread they feel when they go 
into the stoke hold in case one of the 
tubes should burst. I have here a letter 
from a man on board the “ Diadem,” 
which I think, if I read it, would startle 
the House. He says they fear to open a 
furnace door. 
when it could easily be avoided? With- 
out the necessity for all this danger we 
could still ensure that our ships should be 
the first and finest in the world. I do not 
believe that there is a marine-engine 
builder in this country who would not 
condemn the present system of boilering 
Her Majesty’s ships. And, what is more, 
that system brings us face to face with 
fearful expense. Take, in fact, the case 
of the “Terrible” itself. She is being 
re-boilered at an expense of I do not know 
how much. You are converting the dock- 
yards into repairing shops for your ships, 
and I have here some figures showing the 
enormous cost you are incurring for minor 
repairs. On the “ Benbow,” practically a 
new ship, in 1895-96 there was spent 
£5,939, in 1896-97 £5,200, and in 1897- 
98 £10,028. On the “Empress of 
India” £10,146 had been spent, and on 
the “ Magnificent ” in 1895-96 £975, in 
1896-97 £6,666, and in 1897-98 £10,233. 
Remember all these were “minor repairs.” 
On the “Blake,” a first-class cruiser, 
£1,180 was spent in 1895-96, £10,503 in 
1896-97, and in 1897-98 £9,990. Onthe 
“Blenheim” in 1895-96 the repairs cost 
£6,280, in 1896-97 £5,953, and in 1897- 
98 £8,659. The “ Powerful” in 1897- 
98 cost £6,900 and the “Terrible” 
£6,579. I am only trying to show the 
House how the money goes. We vote the 
money willingly, and we expect to have a 
strong and grand fleet. Now I come to 
the case of some of the torpedo boats 
which have been built lately. 
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Why should all this occur, 
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Mr. GOSCHEN: I want this to be 
made clear. The hon. Member is not 
merely referring to vessels fitted with 
water-tube boilers. The impression of 
my right hon. friend is that these ships 
are all fitted with water-tube boilers. - I 
am afraid that some hon. Members do not 
quite understand the fact. That is not 
the case. 


*Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Some of 
them are, and the figures show something 
is wrong. Now, I find that in the case of 
the torpedo boat destroyers £778 wasspent 
on the “Hardy” in 1896-7, and in the 
following year £2,000 for minor repairs, 
On the “Bruiser,” in 1895-6 £600 was 
spent, and last year £2,000 odd; on the 
“ Havoc,” £1,501 in 1895-6, £1,361 in 
1896-7, and £770 in 1897-8. In the same 
three years respectively the expenditure 
on.the “ Hornet ” was £3,736, £2,122, and 
£983. Surely this list shows conclu- 
sively that you are converting your dock- 
yards into nothing else but repair shops. 
Another point to be borne in mind is 
that you are making your engines of 
such light scantlings that they come back 
to your dockyards practically as wrecks. 
There is no single ship you have boilered 
lately that you can take the trial trip 
speed out of a week after it has completed 
its dockyard trials. You dare not steam all 
your boilers at once, nor can you go at 
full steam for any length of time. What 
is the use of having a ship purporting to 
do a certain number of knots per hour 
when you cannot get them out of her? 
Yet that is the condition to which you 
are reducing your Navy. Independent 
investigation is necessary. The country 
is beginning to see that a foolish policy 
was hastily determined upon without due 
experiment. No shipowner with business 
instincts would have adopted these boilers 
without giving them a more thorough 
trial. You are brought face to face with 
the fact that our ships are easily crippled, 
and I tell the House that the men 
engaged in the engine-rooms do not know 
from one moment to another when four 
or five of these tubes may burst. I say 
it is a shame that such a state of things 
should prevail. I therefore appeal to the 
First Lord of the Admiralty to accede to 
my modest request and take this matter 
into his own hands. Let him appoint an 
independent committee of experts to 
make an honest investigation as to the 








France. 
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true condition of our ships. I beg to| interests of the country? This country 
move. has been twice behindhand, once with the 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £6,600,000, 
be granted for the said service.”-—(J/r. 


William Allan.) 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I think the best 
opening I can make to the few remarks it 
will be my duty to offer to the Committee 
in reply to the hon. Member will be to 
state the position of the water-tube 
boiler question, not only as regards this 
country, but as regards its adoption 
generally. The hon. Member continually 
raises this question, as if this country has 
entered upon some dangerous experiment 
without any opinion or experience to 
guide it, and in this way has adopted 
a policy which can»ot command the 
approval of the peop'e I may tell the 
House that whatever this country may 
do in the matter of the water-tube boiler, 
that boiler as an engine of war has been 
adopted by the world at large ; and we 
have to consider not only how we stand 
in the abstract, but how we should stand 
with reference to any possible enemies if 
we should go back from the water-tube to 
the cylindrical boiler. The water-tube 


‘boiler has been adopted by France, Italy, 


Russia, Holland, and Japan. Eight of 
the old French ships are to be re- 
boilered with the water-tube boiler 
instead of the cylindrical _ boiler. 
The United States are also fitting the 
boiler in a number of their vessels. Would 
all these countries have so acted 
had there not been strong strategic 
military and naval reasons for the adop- 
tion of these boilers? I do not know 
whether the hon. Member is aware that 
in the Mediterranean six first-class French 
ironclads are all fitted with these boilers. 
This country did not embark in the use 
of the water-tube boiler as early as 
In consequence the Minister of 
Marine was able to state to the Chamber 
of Deputies that the ships of the French 
Mediterranean squadron were faster than 
the English battleships there. That is a 
statement I am not prepared to deny. 
It may be that they have not got 
any real advantage, but on the whole 
possibly it is on their side. Supposing in 
this state of facts we had gone on re- 


-jecting the water tube boilers, what would 


have been said of the British Admiralty 


‘and the way it was neglecting the naval 


Mr. William Allan. 








breechloading system, and again with 
armoured ships. My predecessors in 
office who had to deal with the question 
were not prepared to allow a state of 
things to continue under which the same 
state of things might have happened in 
regard to boilers as happened in regard to 
those other most important conditions 
affecting the Navy, and consequently 
they took the responsibility, and I believe 
the right responsibility, of introducing 
water-tube boilers. Half of the diffi- 
culties which have been pointed out by the 
hon. Member are due to this—that when 
you change your cylindrical boilers to 
water-tube boilers there mustcome a period 
during which the experience of the new 
boilers is not sufficiently great to avoid a 
number of small defects and small difficul- 
ties. But it has been proved over and 
over again that the longer a ship with 
water-tube boilers is in commission the 
more quickly all those difficulties vanish, 
and the vessel, without any trouble what- 
ever, runs at a greater speed than any 
British warship has ever done before. 
The “Powerful,” which has been de- 
nounced by the hon. Member, has been 
two years in commission, and we never 
hear now of any defects or any difficulties ; 
on the contrary, we hear of runs which 
she has made superior in speed to any 
which have béen, accomplished by any 
cruisers with cylindrical boilers or any 
other men-of-war. 


Str FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): What was the length of 
the runs? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: There was one 
successful run of the ordinary kind a 
man-of-war has to perform—from Hong- 
kong to Manila—and there was another 
from Wei-hai-wei. There was one run of 
24 hours at which the speed was 20 knots 
the whole time, making 480 knots in the 
24 hours. When hon. Members com- 
pare these performances with those of 
mercantile ships they ought to remember 
that mercantile ships are constructed for 
totally different objects—for long 
voyages at the same continuous speed, 
whereas the chief duty of our men-of-war 
will not be to cross the Atlantic at the 
highest possible speed. What they have 
to do is to keep in touch with the enemy 
and overhaul it if possible. Therefore, 





15¢ 


wh: 
tint 
ver 
nul 
per 
tact 
“ T 
to 
size 
fixe 
ear] 
shi} 
oA 
Che 
doi 
of t 
wat 
stat 
beli 
fun 
thir 
and 
boil 
cipl 
eyli 
freq 
the 
to | 
they 
rem 
dow 
allu 
Nov 
ship 
muc 
viou 
shor 
sixt 
has | 
perf 
fect 
the ‘ 
only 
The! 
who 
ville 
seve 
that 
occu 
The 
with 
the 
vesst 
begil 
Ther 
coun 
regal 
want 
must 
that 


60 


ry 
he 
ith 





1561 Supply 


what they require is not long con- 
tinuous steaming, but the power of 
very rapid steaming for a_ certain 
number of hours, and during 
periods when naval operations and 
tactics would take place. Now the 
“Terrible,” for instance, has made runs 
to Gibraltar faster than any ship of her 
size has ever done. The hon. Member 
fixes his mind upon two or three ships 
early in their commissions, but such 
ships as the “Niobe,” “ Diadem,” and 
“ Argonaut” have been attached to the 
Channel Squadron, and they have been 
doing the same work as the other ships 
of the squadron. A number of ships with 
water-tube boilers have been sent to foreign 
stations, and there is no 
believe that they are not performing the 
functions required of them. But one 
thing I frankly and freely acknowledge, 
and that is that ships with water-tube 
boilers require more careful and dis- 
ciplined stoking than vessels with 
cylindrical boilers, and therefore, it is 
frequently not at the commencement o 
the commission that they can be expected 
to show their best features. Indeed, 
they often show defects which are quickly 
remedied when once the ship has settled 
down to work. The hon. Member has 
alluded to two ships in the manceuvres. 
Now, I wish to say with regard to all those 
ships that the Admiralty has put them to 
much severer trials than any ships pre- 
viously have been put to. The former 
shorter trials have been lengthened into 
sixty hours’ trials, and the “Terrible” 
has already steamed 20,000 miles. She 
performed the sixty hours’ trial with per- 
fect success. The two ships mentioned, 
the “ Europa ” and the “ Argonaut,” have 
only been a few days in commission. 
There are crews in them the majority of 
whom have had no experience of Belle- 
ville boilers at all. That in itself is a 
severe test, and we have every confidence 
that the slight difficulties which have 
occurred will be successfully surmounted. 
There has been some leakage in connection 
with the boilers, and so far as I know, 
the same experience happens in 
vessels with cylindrical boilers at the 
beginning of the ship’s commission. 
There is nothing whatever to alarm the 
country in what has taken place. With 
regard to the torpedo-destroyers, if we 
want to have them of 30-knot speed, they 
must be equipped with machinery so light 
that defects will occasionally be exposed. 
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Accordingly, in calculating the number of 
torpedo-destroyers allowance must be 
made for a certain number having to go 
into dock. But as we get more experi- 
ence those defects vanish, and from the 
fact that other Powers are following us in 
building this particular class of ship, the 
Admiralty believe that we have in those 
torpedo-destroyers a very valuable fight- 
ing machine. The hon. Member spoke 
of the defects of the “Terrible.” I believe 
there are some 7,600 tubes in the 
“Terrible,” yet, during her two years’ 
commission, I think only about 250 have 
had to be renewed. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Why, then, 
| was she so long under repair ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Other tubes had to 
be cleaned. The hon. Member probably 
| knows that rust gets into the tubes, and 
| it was in connection with this rust that a 
| deplorable accident took place recently. 
| This has taken some time, and there were 
| some matters connected with the auxiliary 
| machinery to which attention was being 
| paid, and in which improvements were 
| possible. As to the question of coal con- 
| sumption, it must be borne in mind that 
|in new ships there is a good deal of 
| auxiliary machinery for which coal has to 
| be provided, and which is not to be found 
‘in the old ships. There is the apparatus 
| for electric lighting, and for condensing 
purposes, for instance. With reference to 
| what the hon. Gentleman said about the 
| stokers, Iam not prepared to accept the 
i'view that British stokers are more 
| nervous than the stokers of other coun- 
tries, who have for some time past 
‘successfully kept these ships at sea. 
| It is absolutely necessary to intro- 
;duce these boilers, and it will be 
necessary to maintain them for the 
reasons [ have recently explained. 
Water-tube boilers can get up steam 
almost at once, while cylindrical boilers 
| cannot, and that is one of the strategic 
reasons which have influenced this country 
in adopting them. But we must pass 
through a period of transition. Stokers 
require to be trained in the use of these 
boilers, and until they are trained perfee- 
tion cannot be expected. 





Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: The 
| hon. Member for Gateshead has attacked 
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the Belleville boiler as if it had no re- 
deeming feature. The water-tube boiler 
was a novelty introduced into the Navy 
by hon. Gentlemen opposite on the re- 
commendation of a Committee. That 
Committee recommended that one ship 


Supply 


should be fitted with water-tube 
boilers, but instead of only fitting 
one ship several were fitted, and 


the succeeding administration brought 
this novel type of boiler into the Navy 


{COMMONS} 





wholesale, and new ships are not now 
fitted with any other type. The question | 
of importance is what is the reasonable | 
expectation of the endurance of these | 
boilers at sea. It is true they have the | 
advantage of getting up steam very | 
quickly, but can they be relied on? The | 
Admiralty have been challenged for years | 
to send a vessel fitted with these boilers 
on a long ocean trip. The “Terrible” 
was sent on a trip, but the record was 
not such as to show that the boilers were 
capable of long endurance at sea. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: There was nothing 
wrong with the boilers. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: The 
right hon. Gentleman is quite right ; 
there was nothing wrong with the boilers, 
but were they proved to be effective? 
The engines broke down and it was im- 
possible to test the boilers to their full 
power, and although there was nothing 
wrong with them there was nothing to 
prove that they were capable of prolonged 
endurance at sea. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: There were two sixty- 
hour trials. In the first there was a speed 
of 19} knots, and in the second 20-7 
knots for over 1,200 miles. My hon. 
friend will surely admit that that is a 
good performance. 
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something the Admiralty might do ? The 
right hon. Gentleman expressed a few 
moments ago the hope that hon. Members. 
would show more respect for the technical 
opinion of the Engineer-in-Chief to the 
Navy than the hon. Gentleman opposite 
had shown. I give the fullest deference 
to the skill, experience, and knowledge of 
the Engineer-in-Chief, but I think he 
would be well advised, after the very satis- 
factory and encouraging experiment with 
the “ Terrible,” if he went further, and 
advised the Admiralty to order a very 
much longer trial at full speed. In my 
opinion, this is the most vital question 
connected with the steam branch of 
naval machinery at the present time, 
because unless we can depend  abso- 
lutely on the endurance of the boilers 
in our ships, all our preparations with 
regard to armour and the training of men 
will be quite futile. There are no other 
means of making our ships live engines of 
war, and we should thoroughly test any 
doubt which may exist regarding the 
sufficiency and enduring quality of our 
boilers. While congratulating the Ad- 
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,miralty on the excellent results they 


have obtained on this question of en- 
durance, I must say they have yet some 
distance to travel, and I hope that when 
the subject is discussed next session the 
right hon. Gentleman will be able to say 
that perhaps half a dozen of our powerful 
cruisers fitted with water-tube boilers 
have been tested from port to port across 
the ocean at high speed. I congratulate 
the right hon. Gentleman on what has 
been already achieved. 


Sr U. KAY -SHUTTLEWORTH 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe): A debate on this 
subject is necessarily of a technical 
character, and I feel some diffidence in 
interfering in such a technical subject. 
But as reference has been made to the 


| Board of Admiralty to which I and my 


hon. friend belonged, and which did take 


Sik FORTESCUE FLANNERY: | 
That is a most encouraging performance, | 
and I am exceedingly glad that the right 
hon. Gentleman has given us the figures, 
because [ understood from him that the 
best result he could look forward to was 
a speed of 20 knots for twenty-four | 
hours, and I am delighted to learn | 
that such an important ship as the 
“Terrible” can steam 20°7 knots for sixty | 
hours. May I suggest that there is still | 

Sir Fortescue Flannery. 


the grave responsibility of introducing 
water-tube boilers into Her Majesty’s 
Navy, I may state that the credit belongs 
to the technical advisers of the Board of 
Admiralty for the new departure. I 
hope the time will never come when 
Members of the House of Commons in 
debating a subject of this kind will dis- 
courage the officers and officials of the 
Admiralty from such courageous action 
as that displayed by the Engineer-in- 
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Chief in taking the great responsi-| Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: It is not a 
bility of urging the adoption of a| new invention at all, it is only a new ap- 
new invention like the water-tube boiler | plication. 

in Her Majesty’s Navy. As we have 
been reminded by the First Lord, we have 
dropped behind in this country on more 
than one occasion, owing to our reluctance 
to undertake the introduction of new in- 
ventions at a sufficiently early moment. 


Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : I 
will not quarrel with my hon. friend about 
whether it is a new invention, or a new 
application ; my argument remains «good. 
I hope the House of Commons will shrink If an advantage is to be obtained by the 
from taking any attitude which would adoption of a new system or from a new 
check the scientific advisers of the Board | vance in science, my hon. friend and 
of Admiralty or the War Office in their others ought not to discourage the De- 
readiness to advise that new scientific | Partment from giving the country the 
instruments should be tested. advantages of these. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: There are 


none. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Why did 
the right hon. Gentleman go against the 
recommendations of his own Boiler Com- 
mittee ? Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: Is 
it not a great advantage that steam can 
be raised from cold water in one hour 

Str U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : It | instead of six to twelve hours ? 
is not correct to say that the Board of 
Admiralty went against the reeommenda-; Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: No. 


tions of the Boiler Committee. We acted | 


in accordance with those recommendations,| Sip U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
hut we went further, and we carried them | What is the consequence of that upon the 
forward at a very much bolder pace. | coal endurance of our ships? A ship, for 
What were the circumstances? In the! instance, is in harbour, and she receives a 
French navy all ships to be constructed, | signal to proceed to sea to meet an 
with the exception of one cruiser, were to | enemy. Is it not a great advantage that 
he fitted with water-tube boilers. That | she can go out of harbour in one hour 
was a very important fact, because the | instead of six? ‘There is another advan- 
French had had greater experience in this | tage in the engines stopping at full speed, 
particular invention than we had, a ae there is also greater control over 
they had decided to fit all their new! steam pressure. Then, in action, if 
vessels, except one, with these boilers. | damage is done to the boilers, there is 
We had the experience of the Messa-| much less danger to the stokers, than in 
geries Maritimes, and we had the advan- | the case of cylinder boilers. I might go 
tage of the views of an engineer who had | on pointing out other advantages, but I 
made a long voyage in one of the ships | will confine myself to two other great 
in that company, and observed the work-| advantages. In anchoring a ship, or 
ing of the water-tube boilers. We had the | entering harbour, she ean be cleaned out 
clear advice of Sir John Durston. The} in three hours, and be ready for service 
present Board of Admiralty has gone for-| again. Then, if it is desired to repair or 
ward more rapidly than the late Board of | renew a cylinder, it is not necessary to 
Admiralty in regard to these water-tube | wreck a large part of the ship almost, as 
hoilers, because they have decided to put | was the case with cylinder boilers. 
them into battleships. The adoption of | It is a comparatively small matter in 
water-tube boilers by all the maritime | regard to water-tube boilers. I need 
nations of the world has encouraged the | not detain the Committee any longer. 
Admiralty to adopt them. I hope the/| I cannot congratulate my hon. friend on 
Committee of the House of Commons will | having built up any argument against the 
at no time make the mistake of putting a | adoption of the water-tube boilers by the 
brake on a public Department when they | Board of Admiralty, and by the other 
are inclined to act boldly, and to adopt ‘a | Boards of Admiralty in the world. We 
new invention. are face to face with the fact that after 
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full inquiry the Marine Department of the 
United States Government have decided 
to introduce water-tube boilers in all the 
ships they are now building, or are going 
to be built. We must have the very best 
ships and the very best boilers in those 
ships, and I am sure the House of Com- 
mons will not be content that this country 
should remain behind in that respect. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I beg to 
withdraw my motion for the reduction of 
the Vote by £1 000. 


Motion by leave withdrawn. 
Original question again proposed. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD 
(York): The hon. Member for Gateshead 
is no doubt supported by a considerable 
number of people in the country, who are 
in a state of some anxiety about these 
water-tube boilers. And no wonder, 
when they know that these boilers alone 
represent two or three millions sterling, 
and when ships to the value of fifteen or 
twenty millions sterling are entirely 
dependent on these boilers. Now, as a 
naval officer, I have the most complete 
faith in these boilers. Not many years 
ago I was Captain of the Dockyard Re- 
serve, and had seventeen torpedo catchers 
fitted with these boilers under my charge, 
and not one of them broke down. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I never 
spoke about torpedo catchers. What I 
objected to was fitting cruisers and battle- 
ships with these boilers. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: It is 
the same principle whether you have the 
water-tube boilers in torpedo catchers or 
in battleships. You get nervous men in 
every class. I have even seen nervous 
men in this House. I have no doubt that 
when you are driving a 230-ton boat, 
with 6,000 horse-power, 300lbs. pressure 
of steam, and at 3,000 revolutions, it is 
enough to upset any man. We have 
always got to remember what the other 
people are about. There are nervous men 
in other navies. We do not want to treat 
men-of-war as you do merchant steamers. 
What we want is to get a full head of 
steam on the shortest possible notice, and 
that can be done with the water-tube 
‘boilers much better and quicker than 
with the cylindrical boilers. The point I 
want to press is that it is a very bad 


Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth. 
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thing for this country if any class in the 
community has any doubts as to these 
boilers, for it affects the efficiency of the 
fleet. It is no use sending one ship across 
the Atlantic. If she broke down it 
would be said that our whole fleet would 
break down. What I propose is this: 
that my right hon. friend the First Lord 
of the Admiralty should send across the 
| Atlantic a squadron of six or eight ships. 
That would bea proper test of the water- 
tube boilers, and it would relieve the 
public mind very much. 


WILLIAM 





Mr. ALLAN : Hear, 


hear ! 


| Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: My 
| hon. friend referred to accidents. I have 
| been in the service forty years, and 
| during that time one hundred men were 
| killed on board ship through accidents ; 
‘but during the time that we have had 
| these most difficult and intricate machines, 
| we have only lost one man by boiler acci- 
|dent. These water-tube boilers are a 
| hew experiment, and I believe that when 
| the men are properly taught to use them 
| they will be found satisfactory. We can- 
not allow other nations to adopt these 
| boilers, and our ships to remain without 
jthem. I took particular trouble when | 
| was in America recently to consult many 
‘of the naval engineers in the Ameri- 

can fleet, and I found they were unani- 
; mous in favour of the water-tube boilers. 
|The hon. Member spoke about coal con- 
|sumption. No doubt when we began to 
_use these boilers the consumption of coal 
| was very much larger. It was 2°3 tons 
| per hour; we have now brought it down 
'to 1.5. The first Lord of the Admiralty 
mentioned that in a man-of-war they 
would get 126 auxiliary engines. Some 
captains are cleverer than others in sav- 
ing steam. Another point which the hon. 
| Member brought forward in regard to 


minor defects is, I think, very 
important in these days. Of course 
we have enormously increased the 


mechanical power, by engines, pipes, 
tubes, and so on, of our men-of-war, so as 
to make them additionally efficient ships. 
But we have not been able to increase the 
number of artificers and engineers in our 
ships. The consequence is that repairs of 
defects and maintenance, which ought to 
be conducted on the ship, have now to be 
done in the dockyard. The result is that 
the nation really pays a great deal more 
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than it ought to pay for repairs and | power, and small tube boilers. I[ 
maintenance. I know that the Admiralty 4 og the engineer his opinion, and 
have great difficulties, and I am not said he would go anywhere 
finding fault with them. I daresay my | with the ship. He sent me a note after- 
right hon. friend will agree with me that | wards to say that the “ Pactolus” had 
the bill for repairs and maintenance is | arrived from Arosa Bay to the Nore, 857 
increasing enormously every year because | miles, and had done it in thirty-two hours, 
the ships’ crews do not undertake that | and that the vessel was perfectly ready to 
which they would and could do if they | go anywhere. I am perfectly certain that 
had the proper number of mechanics on | the experience gained would be of very 
board. I hope that my hon. friend will | great value. I do not think the water- 
see his way to the necessity of sending | tube boiler is the extremely tricky and 
such a squadron as I have sug gested | | dangerous thing it is frequently made out 
across the Atlantic, because [ believe it|to be. I am glad to know that the 
will settle this question of boilers, and | Admiralty have decided that the third- 
reassure the nation as to the efficiency of | | class cruisers, fitted as they are with 
our fighting ships. | various types of boiler, are to have a 
| rough-and-tumble trial like the rest of the 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- |} service ; and I am perfectly certain that 
shire, Forest of Dean): There has been a | the experience gained by this experiment 
slight confusion in this Debate, both in | will be of the utmost possible value. I 
the attack and in the defence. The hon. | am strongly of opinion—I may be wrong, 
Member for Gateshead is here to attack | | or too hopeful—that we shall come in the 
water-tube boilers in general, and the | future to some combination boiler which 
Belleville system in ‘particular. The | will prove effective. I had an interesting 
great weight of authority has been in} conversation the other day with the hon. 
favour of an improved system of boilers, | Member for West Hull, who has not been a 
such as all the Foreign Powers have | friend of the Belleville boiler. He told 
adopted. When the First Lord of the | me he had put into seven or eight of his 
Admiralty answered my hon. friend, he | ships a boiler which was a combination of 
spoke as if all the Foreign Powers had! the water-tube boiler and Babcock and 
followed our example. Now, what I} Wilcox boiler ; and that he was contem- 
want to ask is this: Are not the newest | plating putting this form of boiler in his 
— with the exception of those of | largest American ships. This shows that 
Japan, which are being built by Foreign | this boiler is of considerable endurance, 
Powers, being prov ided with a new | and I hope that the trials will be carefully 
English type of boilers, as contrasted with | watched. Take a 7,000 horse-power 
the. particular Belleville boilers which we | cruiser : the old eylindrical boilers would 
are using in this country? I have seen| weigh 400 tons, but the small tube 
reports ‘by American and Russian Com-} boilers would only weigh 188 tons. 
missions on this point, and they throw a | ''The difference is enormous. But if you 
particular doubt on the particular type of | get a combination such as I suggest, we 
boilers we are using. | would have the endurance of the old 
| boiler, and the strategical advantage of 

Mr. PENN (Lewisham): I think it is | the light weight of the water-tube boiler. 
pretty well recognised that the water- | It would be an interesting experiment if 
tube boiler has come to stay. The only | | two vessels of exactly the same size and 
question is as to what is the best form of | power were sent on a cruise together. 
water-tube boiler. The two points to be They would be subject to the same condi- 
considered are: the endurance of the| tions, and have the same work to do. 
boiler, and the consumption of coal. So} When they came back we would be able 
far as we can make out, Sir J. Durston | to see what the endurance of the boilers 
said that the Belleville boiler would last | and engines was, what the coal consump- 
two commissions; but that the life of | tion was, and w hat the general condition 
the small tube boiler was very much/|of the ship was. These matters would 
shorter. If that be the case, it seems to| be reported upon, and light would be 
me that the Belleville boiler has a distinct | thrown on these questions. But whatever 
advantage over the small tube boiler. | may happen, I am perfectly certain that a 
Only the other day I attended the| water-tube boiler of some type must be 
trial of a cruiser, with 7,000 horse-| adopted in the service; and I only hope 
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that the advisers of the Admiralty will | Lord may be able to give an explanation. 
select the best type, and that it will come | My hon. friend says that the official sur- 
triumphantly out of the ordeal through | veyor of the Board of Trade thinks so 
which it is now passing. | little of the water-tube boilers that when 
| lie finds them in the mercantile marine 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun fe refuses to give the ships containing 
dee): I do not think the Committee is| them a longer life than three months. 
prepared to extend this discussion. The | From that I take it that the ship must 
noble Lord the Member for York made | come into dock again at the end of three 
the observation a few minutes ago that it} months, and this is because he has no 
is most important that no encouragement | confidence in water-tube boilers. These 
should be given to the nervous fears which, | facts have been stated and have not been 
it is said, exist in regard to these water- | noticed, and I think a fact of that sort is 
tube boilers. I hope that will be taken one that might arouse a suspicion which 
to heart by some of those who have used | ought to be dispelled. I hope the repre- 
language calculated to excite nervous fears. | sentative of the Admiralty will be able 
My hon. friend the Member for Gateshead | to say whether the facts alleged are 
has withdrawn his motion, and I 2m not! correct or not, and if so, what is the 
surprised that he did so. He has made} reason why*this divergence of opinion 
these attacks on the Belleville boiler for | exists upon a matter so essentially im- 
five sessions, and I should have expected | portant to the well-being and safety alike of 
that by this time additional information | the mercantile marine and of the Royal 
had come into his possession. The right | Navy. 
hon. Gentleman frankly admits that if | 
any new facts had been brought forward) *Mr. DAVID MacIVER (Liverpool, 
showing the danger or unsuitableness of | Kirkdale): I do not think it is possible 
these boilers, the subject might have been | for the First Lord of the Admiralty or 
referred to a Select Committee or Com-| anybody clse to name a single instance 
mission. No information, however, has | of a British-owned trading steamer fitted 
been laid before the House this evening with the Belleville boilers which has been 
in addition to what has been before the a success. The conditions of cross- 
House during the last five years. I hold | Channel service approximate to some of 
in my hand a copy of a pamphlet in re-| the Admiralty requirements, but none of 
gard to this matter. Let me quote a the vessels engaged in those services are 
single sentence from that pamphlet, for it , fitted with water-tube boilers. I cannot 
undoubtedly tends to increase that feeling | help thinking also that the experience of 
of nervousness to which the noble Lord | such people as the managers of the White 
alluded. It condemns the action of the | Star Line, or of our other great shipping 
Admiralty in spending so much of our! companies, might prove to be just as 
money upon a French system, which it) valuable as that of the Messageries 
describes as highly unpatriotic and liable | Maritimes. It was quite a new departure 
to sudden disaster. I ask the Committee | for the Admiralty to go to France for 
whether anything which has been laid! mercantile experience. But while I have 
before us to-night in the smallest degree | been speaking in favour of cylindrical 
justifies the statement made in that{ boilers for all ordinary purposes, that 
pamphlet. There are only two points of | is quite a different story from what 
detail upon which I should like to put a| was put forward by the First Lord of the 
question to the First Lord of the Admi-| Admiralty in reply to the noble Lord 
ralty. The First Lord has given a_ behind me, as tothe special circumstances 
perfectly correct account of the reasons| under which the fighting ships of Her 
which induce the Admiralty to adopt this | Majesty’s Navy may have to work. It is 
innovation on a large scale. We always| really and truly the fact that with the 
understood that we were not to be com-} common types of cylindrical boilers in the 
mitted to the Belleville or any other type | mercantile service to treat them fairly you 
of boilers, and the question I desire to put | must not raise steam too rapidly. I think 
is whether any other type has been con-| every member of the Committee, whether 
sidered by the Admiralty. There is one| in favour or averse to water-tube boilers 
point made by the hon. Member for | for ordinary use, will agree with the First 
Gateshead which appears to me to deserve | Lord of the Admiralty that the conditions 
some attention, and possibly the First | under which Her Majesty’s fighting ships 


Mr. Penn 
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may have to work, go far as regards such | Then there is another point, and that is 
vessels to justify putting in water-tube as to the very great increase—which I 
boilers, which possess special advantages | believe is undoubted—of smoke produe- 
for getting up steam quickly. Possess- | tion with the water-tube boiler. That is 
ing as I do some experience in this matter, very serious, because it indicates incom- 
I feel warranted in saying that I think | plete combustion of fuel. I should very 
the Admiralty go too far in adopting} much like the First Lord to be able to 
water-tube boilers for all purposes, | reassure us about that matter, because it 
although I do not think there is any is very serious on two grounds. It is 
reasonable ground for the country being | serious, in the first place, that it should 


(Navy Estimates). 





alarmed at what we are doing in this 
b ° | 

respect, as regards our fighting ships, | 
because other nations are doing the same. | 
| 


be possible for men-of-war to be followed 
about and seen by a column of smoke along 
the horizon, and it is serious in the 


'second place from the point of view of 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn| 
Regis): I go a little beyond what | 
has been said upon this subject, for [| 
think there is much more blame on the 
side of the Admiralty than on the side of | 
the hon. Member for Gateshead. I think 
the hon. Member who has just spoken | 
has a little under-appreciated the extent | 
to which these Belleville boilers are | 
being used in the mercantile marine. | 
The hon. Member for Hull uses the water- | 
tube boilers—though not of the Belle-| 
ville type — to a large extent on his 
vessels ; and they are also in use on the 
service between Newhaven and Dieppe, 
where they have been used very success- | 
fully. I think our experience is in favour | 
of water-tube boilers—I do not say of 
Belleville boilers in particular, because | 
I think there are probably better types of | 
water-tube boilers than the Belleville. 
I think the Government have also shown 
that they are of this opinion, because the 
Admiralty are now trying six or eight | 
different kinds of water-tube boilers. | 
That fact, I think, shows that upon this | 
subject at any rate Her Majesty’s Govern- | 
ment have an accessible mind in regard | 
to the various kinds of water-tube boilers. 
Upon this point even the President of the 
Board of Trade seems to have given way 
to the Admiralty in reference to water- 
tube boilers. The business of the First | 
Lord of the Admiralty is to get a good | 
thing and work it; but the business of | 
the President of the Board of Trade | 
seems to be to get a good thing and say 
it is bad, and his object seems to be to fix 
the absolutely irreducible minimum of 
possible existence. With regard to coal 
consumption, that is a point upon which I 
am not thoroughly satisfied. I heard 
my noble friend say that it was pos- 
sible to manipulate these returns so 
as to show a _ smaller consumption. 





| the consumption of coal, because the 


greater amount of smoke suggests a large 
increase in the consumption of coal. One 
point has not been mentioned which 
ought to be taken into account in con- 
sidering the merits of the water-tube 
boiler. I believe that without the water- 
tube boiler it would have been impossible 
to increase the speed of the torpedo 
boat destroyer from 25 to 30 knots. I do 
not think we should pay the slightest 
attention to the prejudiced opinion of the 
President of the Board of Trade and his 
advisers as to the durability of these 
boilers. I think there is force in the 
suggestion which has been made by my 
hon. friend behind me (Mr. Penn), viz: 
that certain of these boilers might be used 
in combination, and I would join in urging 
upon the right hon. Gentleman the very 
great desirability of making a far more 
extended trial of these boilers than has 


| yet been made. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : With reference to the 
remark of my hon. friend behind me (Mr. 
Maclver) that the Admiralty have gone 
to France for mercantile experience, I beg 
to say that that is not the case. What 
happened was this. The French navy 
introduced Belleville boilers, and are using 
them. We could not ask for a passage in 
a French man-of-war for an officer to study 
the working of the boilers, and so the 
Admiralty despatched one of their staff in 
order to study the working of the boiler 
on board one of the Messageries steamers. 
With reference to the question asked 
by the hon. Gentleman opposite (Mr. 
Edmund Robertson), we are trying various 
kinds of boilers, especially the small 
water-tube boilers. In an article in the 
Morning Post it was stated that the 
Yarrow boilers are being imported into 
Russia. We have no information to that 
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effect. On the contrary, our information ) for that extreme care and discipline in the 
is that all the Russian ships now being | stokehold which is one of the requirements 
built are to have Belleville boilers, except | of the water-tube boiler. The question 
one, which is to have Nicklausse boilers.' of minor defects needs constant and 
With regard to the small-tube boilers, it | careful watching, and, of course, the 
is absolutely necessary to be satisfied that | Admiralty are paying continuous attention 
the life of boilers of that class would be | to the subject. 
long enough for use in a large ship before 
they are adopted. It would, again, be = fp. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
unwise to sacrifice the homogeneity of a | right hon. Gentleman has not said any- 
ship as regards boilers, as it is of great | thing as to the divergence in the views of 
advantage that 2» man should be able to | the Board of Trade and the Admiralty on 
go from one stokehold to another without | the question of safety. 
finding that he has a different class of | 
boiler to look after. The Admiralty are | 
not in the least bound to the Belleville | ly dif 
boiler, though we are anxious to see what look upon the matter from a total Mein 
advantages it possesses as compared with | ferent point of view. That Department 
other boilers. The Department is also | bas not had the same experience ee 
watching with great care the comparative | a4 wot the employ comet of w seen ° 
advantages of introducing the small water- oilers, and it is perfectly right, png 
tube boiler to a greater extent in the ther information is forthcoming, to take 
larger shipsthan has hitherto been the case. Precautions as to safety. 
It has been suggested that there should 
be a squadron of ships fitted only with; Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I have 
the water-tube boiler, and that there looked at the Act of Parliament which is 
should be two ships of about the same the authority for the action of the Board 
dimensions where the test might be of Trade, and I find they are authorised 
applied of one against the other. It is | to give certificates for twelve months, and 
probable that in the course of time these | I am informed that they do give such 
events may happen, but supposing you | certificates. The allegation made by the 
were to run two ships in the way sug-/ hon. Member for Gateshead was that the 
gested, there would not be found any- | granting of the certificate for three months 
thing in the cruise which would afford an | instead of twelve, on account of ships 
opportunity to test the comparative ad- | having water-tube boilers, was due to the 
vantages which each ship would have. | fact that the Principal Surveyor of the 
The distinguishing characteristics would | Board of Trade disbelieved in the safety 
remain—namely, that the water-tube of this class of passenger ship. I am sorry 
boiler would he able to get up speed we cannot clear up this matter any fur- 
quicker than the other, while the strate- ther, and I will therefore pass away from 
gical advantages of the water-tube boiler, it. The other matter I wish to refer to 
would remain also. We are also bound jis one that I raised two years ago, and 
to ascertain what disadvantages would be | which relates to the unfortunate dispute 
forthcoming, and these disadvantages | in the engineering trade which caused so 
might be such as to create an impression | much disturbance in the proceedings of the 
against the water-tube boiler. Still, its | shipbuilding department of the Admiralty. 
strategical advantages, for which, after Without going into details, I may say 
all, the ships are built, are such as to need | that early in the struggle I tried to get 
very strong evidence indeed to justify a/ from the right hon. Gentleman a declara- 
new departure. Althoughthecoalconsump- | tion of what his policy would be in 
tion is somewhat larger and the difficulties | respect of penalties provided for in the 
somewhat greater, nevertheless I think | form of contract under what is called 
we ought to stand by the water-tube| the strike clause. I wanted him to 
boiler. The non-adoption of the water-/ declare while the strike was still in pro- 
tube boiler by the mercantile marine | gress, for the information of all parties, 
makes no impression on me. In the first | whether the word “strike” would in- 
place merchant ships do not require the | clude the “lock out” which was the cause 
strategical advantages which the water-| of the disturbance. The right hon. 
tube boiler gives to the Navy; and Gentleman did not answer my queries, 
with the cylindrical boiler there is no need | and down to the beginning of this year I 


Mr. Goschen. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The Board of Trade 
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had really not been able to ascertain what | commencement of this trade dispute, and 
the view of the Admiralty was—whether | when attention had been called to the 
they regarded “lock out” as being in- terms of the strike clause which appeared 
cluded in “strike,” or whether, as was to exclude lock-outs, the Admiralty set 
once suggested, they had been advised about re-drafting the common form of 
that it was illegal to exact penalties at contract. More than a year and a half 


all. I had to leave the matter there, but! ago I asked the Secretary for the 
I do not think it was a satisfactory Admiralty if he would let me have 
position in which to leave it. I believe I;}a copy of the new form of contract. 
was right in my contention that a “lock|I put that question again three or 
out” was not included in the terms of the | four weeks ago, but from that time to 
strike clause, and that the penalties were this I have not been able to obtain from 
legally enforcible, and that the parties | the Admiralty for the satisfaction of the 
ought to have been told at the beginning , House a copy of the new form of contract, 
what the policy of the Admiralty would | which they have adopted or are about to 
be, because it had a very powerful and | adopt. Possibly I may be informed now 
important bearing on the matter. The | what is the exact stage of that instrument, 
Committee of Public Accounts have had | whether the new iorm of contract has 
this matter recently before them, and I | been settled, and if so, whether the Ad- 
want to call the attention of the Commit- | miralty will lay a copy before the House. 
tee to the language that they use. They | In the same connection perhaps I may 
refer to specific cases which I need not | call the attention of the Committee to 
mention in detail, and say : | another deliverance of the Public Accounts 
a “a a i Committee. In reference to the same 
stalments paid to le de ae gti an ee as 
amounted to within £33,000 of the full con- state of affairs they referred to the 
tract price. The penalties already incurred to | fact that : 
that date exceeded this issued balance of pur-; : : : : 
chase money. The Admiralty propose to waive | Owing to thedispute in the engineering trade 
the penalties.” : | in 1897-98 the contractors for certain hulls of 
ships were unable to earn payment of the full in- 
Thins Ciew stalments,such instalments being due only upon 
1en they go on to say : the completion of defined portions of work, and 
' they applied to the Admiralty for advances on 
|account. The circumstances appeared to the 
Admiralty to justify such advances, and upon 
a total “f instalments amounting to £43,645, 
| which would have been payable if the con- 
ditions above stated had been fulfilled, sums 
Thek ix thé declarstic Z ___:_ | certified to be within the limit of work actually 
lat 1s the declaration In two successive | done were advanced to the amount of £28,450. 
sessions of the Public Accounts Com-} Although these advances were not legally 
mittee. They go on to say: 'claimable, no provision was made for charges 
‘ | of interest upon them.” 


“Your Committee felt themselves called 
upon last year to observe ‘upon similar illus- 
trations of administrative policy which appear 
to reduce the penalty clauses of contracts to 
little more than an empty form of words.’” 


“ Your Committee deem it prudent to with- 

— for the ome a“ definitive judgment | The Committee appear to have pro- 
on the matter; but the question is so impor- | * cutee . ag 

tant (involving as it done not only conan tes ted are advances being made 
able sums of public money, but also the | Without having anything charged upon 
relations of contractors to a spending Depart-' them, and upon this matter also 
ment) that it ought not to be lost sight of | perhaps the Admiralty representatives 
in the a upon future Appropriation | ¥51] be able to tell us what position they 


Accounts of the Navy ; and in the opinion of | . ; : 
your Committee it is desirable that the Comp- | intend to take with reference to this de- 


troller and Auditor-General should be in a/liverance of the Committee on Public 
position to report fully upon all penalties in- | Accounts. 

curred by, and all penalties waived in favour 

of, the several contractors.” 


CoMMANDER BETHELL (Yorkshire, 


That is a very important deliverance on | East Riding, Holderness): Although it is 


| 


the part of the Public Accounts Com-_ perfectly true that of late years there has 
mittee, and I think I am entitled to ask | not been much criticism on the general 
the First Lord of the Admiralty what field of shipbuilding, as to the types of 
line of policy he intends in future to| ships, there are one or two questions 
pursue with reference to this question. | which seem to me to be of some interest. 
On this hangs another small question. | I quite agree there is not much room for 
Some two years ago, shortly after the | criticism on the general types of ships, 
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because all the world is practically agreed 
that certain types must be used for men- 
of-war. Battleships of certain sizes of 
different countries are substantially the 
same. In fact, we may contrast two ships 
nowadays by their tonnage, which is a 
great deal more than we used to be able 
todo. During the last three or four years 
we have had three new different types of 
battleships—ty pes, that is to say, the same, 
but the sizes are different. I should rather 
likeforaminute or two to call the attention 
of the Committee to the apparently small 
advantage we get from the very largely 
increased size of battleships. I take the 
“Canopus,” one of the smallest battle- 
ships we make, and contrast it with the 
“ Formidable,” which is one of the largest 
class, and I find that the small ship com- 
pares so favourably with the large ship 
that, except in the matter of armour, in all 
the great characteristics of fighting ships 
they are equal. The smaller ship has a 
slightly superior speed, the same storage 
of coal, the same ammunition, and the 
same draught, but the depth of armour is, 
of course, stronger and thicker and of 
greater resisting power on the larger ship. 
Except for that I think there is no ad- 
vantage. One might also contrast the 
lighter type of ship in the same way. 
Owing to modern inventions the armour 
upon the lighter types is of greater re- 
sisting power than formerly was the case, 
and the real difference 
14,000-ton ship and a lighter one is much 
less than it would otherwise have been. 





This brings up the interesting question | 


which I should like to suggest, viz., 
whether this difference in thickness, in 
the resisting power of the armour, is of 


such importance as to make it worth | 


while so very largely to increase the size 
of battleships. Obviously, the Admir- 
alty are very naturally uncertain about 
this, because they have built the class of 


13,000 tons, the “ Formidable ” of 15,000, | 


and have now gone back again to the 
14,000. The difference of 2,000 is very 
considerable in a battleship, and it would 
be interesting to know whether the 


Admiralty, after further considering the | 


question, are inclined to think it advisable 
or not to go on increasing the battleships 
of these large types. I am not at all sure 
whether too much may not be sacrificed 
to very great speed. I believe that view 
is entertained to a certain extent. I have 
never been able to satisfy myself that 
sacrificing much to speed in battleships is 


Commander Bethell. 
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| likely to give that advantage which is 
|anticipated over another fleet of some- 
| what slower speed, but of greater arma- 
|ment—a greater armament than is 
| generally considered to be the case. If 
/I pass from battleships to first-class 
| cruisers, an entirely new question presents 
| itself. We discussed this matter very 
| briefly last year, and I may point out that 
|the question of cruisers has been very 
| largely modified by the fact that the re- 
| sisting power of armour has been so 
| largely increased. I may remark that 
|the Admiralty while they are building 
| armoured cruisers protected with outside 
, armour of very high resisting power, are 
| also building the same size of ship—what 
,is called the protected sh:p; that is to 
say, with protected decks— without 
any armour at all. 


Mr. GOSCHEN was understood to 


| dissent. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL: Well, within 
1,000 tons. But the point I should like 
_ to suggest is, is it worth while, now that 
we have got these means of protecting 
our cruisers, to build “ protected ” cruisers 
of approximately the same size as the 
armoured cruisers, seeing that armoured 
‘cruisers have such an immense advantage 
with such a small additional size and 
weight? Obviously the two ships are in- 
tended to do practically the same work. 
It is a question of policy to consider 
whether it is worth while building these 
| two classes of ships to do substantially the 
same work, when one is so _ infinitely 
‘superior to the other in every 
characteristic of vessel, whether it 
be built for battle or for cruising. 
I am glad to hear that the Admiralty 
have practically decided not to build 
| vessels of the “ Niobe ” class in future. | 
have no special criticism to make either 
'as to the vessels now being built or any 
suggestion as to the type of the ships in 
general, but I would ask my right hon. 
friend whether we are not building a con- 
siderable number of small vessels slow of 
speed for the work now to be done. 
‘Looking through the Estimates it does 
|appear to me that we are building rather 
‘a large number of very small cruisers 
| which cannot be expected to undertake 
| the duties of vessels which have to keep 
‘at sea for long periods. I also desire to 
| point out that it would be a great advan- 
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tage if we were given information about 


armour. We know what guns and arma- | 
ments our ships carry, but we have no | 


means of knowing what armour is placed 
on their sides or its nature. I hope 


the right hon. Gentleman will also be able | 


to tell us that the Admiralty will take 
into further consideration the question of 


the size of battleships, which seems to me | 


to be highly important. 


Mr. C. H. WILSON (Hull, W.): I 
did not know that my hon. friend the 
Member for Gateshead intended to make 
his annual attack on the water-tube 
boiler so early in the afternoon, or I 
would have been present. Perhaps it 


may interest the Committee to hear the. 


experience of my firm in connection with 
water-tube boilers. It reallf¥ has been 


the same as that of the Admiralty. These , 


boilers require more skill and care in 
their management, though not perhaps to 


the extent mentioned by the First Lord | 
One vessel which we ' 


of the Admiralty. 
fitted with a water-tube boiler six or 


seven years ago is still doing the ordinary | 


work of a merchant cargo steamer with- 


out any trouble, and has been working | 


very successfully. We thought we would 
give the Belleville boiler a __ trial, 
and we fitted one 


ful in any way, and we had to take it 
out and put back the old boiler. Almost 
every year since 1895 we have fitted one 
or more steamers with water-tube boilers, 


and we should not have done that if the | 


consumption of coal had been excessive. 


I think the difficulty in connection with | 
these boilers has been solved, for every | 


Government almost without exception 


engaged in building warships now fits | 


I think, 


them with water-tube boilers. 


therefore, that the Admiralty are quite | 
right in the steps they are taking to fit. 
At the: 


their ships with these boilers. 
same time I believe that experience is 
teaching them the weak points, as it 
taught my firm. In a life-long con- 
nection with shipping I have found 
that every improvement in machinery 
has to go through grades of experience 
and difficulty. We have had steps for- 
ward, from the engine with two cylinders 
to the compound engine and the triple 


cylindrical engine, but boilers have made , 


small progress up to the present. My 
own feeling is that in course of time the 


{21 Juty 1899} 


steamer with it, | 
but I must say it was not  success- | 


(Navy Estimates). 1582 


( present boiler will be a thing of the past, 
and that water-tube boilers of some de- 
scription will come into general use for 
the benefit of steam navigation. I had 
an opportunity of having a long conver- 
sation with the chief engineer to the 
| Admiralty only last evening, and his view 
| agrees with mine that the Admiralty are 
perfectly right in the steps they have 
‘taken, and that they have no reason to 
fear criticism. Of course greater care 
_must be taken in the management of a 
water-tube boiler, as it is as different from 
an ordinary boiler as a race horse is from a 
cart horse, but with experience and the 
discipline of the Navy that ought not to be 
difficult. I cordially agree with the 
policy of the Admiralty in this general 
adoption of the water-tube boiler. 


*Sm J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) : 
I think we have been too much inclined 
in this country to sacrifice armament to 
, coal-carrying capacity. As we have coal 
depots all over the world, and thus differ 
from all other nations, 1 am of opinion 
that the Admiralty would be wise to 
check the tendency to which I have re- 
ferred. I rise, however, mainly to ask 
a question about the reserve merchant 
cruisers. I wish my right hon. friend would 
next year place against the name of each 
vessel on the list given in the estimates the 
date on which it first received a subsidy. 
I find at the bottom of the list three 
vessels which have been receiving a 
subsidy for twelve years, while several 
'Cunard and P. and O. steamers with 
every modern requirement are not subsi- 
dised at all. The reason why these old 
‘steamers are receiving subsidies is that 
they are the property of the Canadian 
Pacific Company, and it is supposed that 
these subsidies improved the relations 
between our colonies and ourselves. But 
|if we wanted a cruiser in the Pacific to- 
morrow, we would take a P. and O. 
steamer from the China side of the Pacific 
in preference to these twelve-year old 
steamers which are worn out and non- 
effective. I hope therefore my right hon. 
friend will supply us in future with the 
information for which I now ask. We 
ought not to continue to pay subsidies to 
| vessels not up to date simply because we 
| once did it to please a large colony. 
' 


Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 
'On the subject mentioned by my hon. 
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and gallant friend, perhaps the right hon. {that the doors be placed higher up in 
Gentleman will be able to tell us what order to stop the first influx of water, and 
the new arrangement is which he in-| I believe that the “ Victoria ” would have 
formed us had been entered into with the | been saved if the doors had been fitted in 


merchant cruisers. I do not press the 
right hon. Gentleman, but the informa- 
tion would be of great interest if he were 
able to give it to us. There is another 
matter on which, if the time is considered 
suitable, I think we ought to have some 
information, and that is with regard to the 
new armoured cruisers, not only the 
dockyard, but the contract cruisers also. 


Sm ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead) : I 
desire to direct attention to the delay in 
the delivery of armour plating. Last year 
we had a short supply, and the First Lord 
himself drew attention to the subject in 
Committee. It is lamentable to see 
ships waiting for months simply because 
the contractors cannot obtain the neces- 
sary quantity of armour plating. I think 
it would be desirable if the First Lord in 
his reply would reassure the Committee 
and the country on this matter. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I, 


should like to ask my right hon. friend a 
few questions on the Shipbuilding Vote. 
The Americans are now using electricity 
to a great extent in all their new battle- 
ships and cruisers. One of the first things 
we have to look after is the health of our 
men, and we ought to reduce the 
number of steam pipes which cause so 
much heat ona ship. Idonot see why we 
should not use electricity more than we 
do for hoists and many other things. I 
saw an electric engine on the “ Wis- 
consin” which could turn the turret per- 
fectly easily. In all the auxiliary services 
on that ship electricity is used,and I hope 
my right hon. friend will be able to inform 
us that the Admiralty will look into the 
matter. I should also like to ask if the 
Admiralty are taking any steps to get rid 
of the muzzle-loading guns. Another 
question I would ask is whether orders 


'that way. On the financial question I 
think the Committee and the country 
imagine that the Admiralty are spending 
| a great deal more on the Navy than they 
;Yreally are. In 1896-7 and 1897-8 the 
Admiralty made out a programme which 
allowed 7} millions to be spent annually 
(on shipbuilding. In 1897-8, through no 
' fault of the Admiralty, there was a deficit 
of £2,270,000. The First Lord last year 
stated that he was going to make up 
£1,400,000, which still left short by 
£800,000 the amount which the 
, Admiralty concluded ought to be spent 
‘in shipbuilding. I ventured to tell 
the First Lord that he was” count- 
ing this £1,400,000 in two ways, first by 
‘making up the deficit, and secondly by 
including it in the ordinary shipbuilding 
Vote of the year. I was called to order 
and did not pursue that subject, but I 
still maintain that the First Lord counted 
‘that sum twice. After that the House 
was alarmed at the Russian programme, 
' and when I asked repeated questions on 
the subject the First Lord said he did not 
' believe the information I submitted. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I did not say I did 
not believe it, but that I had no informa- 
tion on the subject. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: Of 
course, I accept my right hon. friend’s 
' version, but I told him at the time that I 
had’ information, and the Government 
ought to have, before a private member, 
information on such a serious matter. 
Eventually, as the Committee knows, the 
First Lord admitted that my information 
/was accurate. Then the First Lord pro- 
| posed an increase of four battleships, four 
| cruisers, and, I think, twelve torpedo- 
; boat destroyers. Now this is the point I 
| wish to make. If the seven and a quarter 





have been issued that all 6-inch guns are | millions programme, which was based on 
to be made quick-firing guns. I would also} what foreign countries were doing, had 
like to know whether the Admiralty have | been adhered to in 1896-7 and 1897-8 we 
reduced the number of watertight doors | would be exactly in the same position as 
in the new vessels. I pointed out last; we are now without this two millions, 
year that no ship of any sort that had | which the First Lord lays down as an 
been hit by a ram or a_ torpedo/ extra shipbuilding Vote. We are really 
had been able to keep afloat as a result of | not adding anything because of the 
her water-tight doors. I would suggest | Russian programme. I think, however, 


Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth. 
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our shipbuilding Vote is enough. I 
think we are going on very well indeed, 
and that the Admiralty are doing 
extremely well, but I hold we are not 
devoting this two millions because of the 
Russian programme. Weare only making 
up the ground we have lost. The Naval 
Estimates look large, but after all they 
are only an insurance on what we have to 
defend. I should be very much obliged | 
if my right hon. friend would clear up | 
this matter of the Russian programme, 
and also answer my other questions. 





*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I wish to) 
say a few words in endorsement of what , 
has been just said by the noble Lord with 
reference to the Russian programme. I | 
think the Admiralty ought to tell us, if | 
they fairly can in the interest of the 
country, what that programme is. Our 
programme for the present year is to 
some extent elastic and depends toa large 
extent on the Russian programme. We 
know pretty well the state of things with | 
regard to the Russian contract ships, but | 
we know nothing about the ships being 
built in the Russian yards. Every private 
slip in France where a battleshipor acruiser | 
can be built is occupied for Russia at the | 
present time, and Russian ships are also | 
being built in Germany. With regard to | 


cruisers we know something about what | 8 


is being done in America, but we were | 
informed that five large cruisers and two | 
battleships were to be built in Russia, and 
whether they are being rapidly pro- 
ceeded with or not will decide whether 
there is to be an addition to or subtrac- 
tion from our programme. I think the 
First Lord will admit that our pro- 
gramme depends to some extent on the | 
Russian programme, and we cannot vote 
this money without being told what is in 
the possession of the Government with | 
reference to the rate of progress of the | 
Russian programme or else being asked | 
to trust the Admiralty on the ground | 


that the national interests are opposed to | 


a statement on that subject. We know 
that some of the representatives of this 
country at the Peace Conference are of 
opinion that it will produce a retardation 
of the Russian naval .programme, and I 
would ask the Goverament whether that 
is the case or not: 


Mr. GOSCHEN: Nothing has oc- 


curred since the Naval Estimates were | 





{21 JuLy 1899} 


‘much ona variety of circumstances. 


' France, 
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introduced to show any change of pro- 
gramme on the part of Russia, The 
situation is exactly where it was then, 
and therefore there is nothing to induce 
Her Majesty’s Government to change 
their programme. We stand precisely 
where we did, and there has been practi- 
cally no change. The situation is this. 
The Russian programme, under what is 
called the nineteen million roubles vote of 
credit—that is roughly about nine millions 


| sterling—included eight battleships, and 


of this number four have been commenced. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE : 
to completion in 1900. 


With a view 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I cannot say that. 
I expect the Russian view of completion 
is very like our own—it depends very 
The 
Russian Government have begun these 
ships, and there is no reason to believe that 
they are not going to proceed with them 
in the ordinary way. One of these ships 
is being built in America, another in 
one at the Baltic works by 
a private firm, and a _ fourth ship 
has also been laid down. These 
four battleships correspond with the 
four battleships for which we had 
authority under the supplementary pro- 
sramme of last year. In reply to my 
noble friend, I look rather to the ship- 
building programme than to the actual 
money that has been spent. We are 
precisely where we intended to be so far 
as the commencement of ships is con- 
cerned. Early in the year it was thought 


‘that the French would introduce another 


battleship which might be begun quite 
late in the year, but for which they took 


‘no money. Therefore at that time there 


were five battleships pending which we 
should require to meet. Most of them 
are, so to speak, still in the air, and it is 
not contemplated that the French will 
commence their battleships during the 
present year. With reference to the four 
Russian battleships, there is every reason . 
to believe that two will be commenced at 
St. Petersburg in the course of the 
present financial year, but the Russians 
do not tell us in advance whether they 
are going to build ships or what ships 
they are going to lay down. Sometimes 
private information may ooze out and 
may be communicated to persons in this 
country, but it is very difficult to get 
official information. There are slips 
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available for the commencement of the | attention to the subject. There is some 
ironclads I have spoken of, and it is likely | advantage in the delay which has 
they will be commenced. ThereforeI am | taken place, because there are other 
not prepared to recede from tlie position I |Powers who would like very much 
took up in April last, but I should be sorry | to know what these third-class cruisers 
to part from this subject without saying | sre going to be before, they finally 
that I see in the Russian programme no|embark on their own programme. 
menace at all against this country in | My hon. and gallant friend also spoke of 
particular. There is another strong | the degree to which first-class cruisers 





Power in Pacific waters, which is armed | should or should not be armoured. The 


very heavily, and I hope the Committee | “Niobe” class is not armoured, but 
and the country will not misunderstand | when a type of armour was discovered 
me when I put these ships against each which admitted of its being placed in the 





other. It is our bounden duty, as has 
heen laid down over and over again, to 
maintain equality with the two greatest 
naval Powers, and therefore there is no 
indiscretion in speaking of the prepara- 
tions of these naval Powers, but in doing 
so it is not in the slightest degree because 
we wish to enter upon a race for naval 
supremacy with other nations. We are 
simply acting up to the policy that we 


have acted on during the last few) 
years. We see no menace in what. 
i doing, and | 
i hope that they on their side' 
will not see the slightest menace in what | 
With re-' 


foreign countries are 


is being done in this country. 
ference to the question of armour, the 
manufacturers are making great efforts. 


They are introducing new machinery, but | 


they have not been able to come up to 
the standard they themselves hoped for 
about a year ago, and there has been no 
doubt a retardation of some of our ships. 
But we hope and believe that the manu- 


facturers are doing their best to make up | 


for delays in the past, and will produce 
more satisfactory results in the future. 
My hon. and gallant friend the Member 


for Holderness raised an interesting point | 


with reference to the building of 
eruisers and also of battleships. The 
“Canopus” class was reduced in 


armour in order that the ships | 


might have a lighter draught and 
be able to pass through the Suez 
Canal. 
will all be able to pass through the canal, 
and for that purpose we deliberately 
sacrificed a certain amount of armour. We, 


however, attach great importance to the | 


thickness of the armour on our battle- 
ships, and we have determined that point 


with reference to the ships to which our | 


ships might be opposed. With reference 
to the third class in the programme, I am 
not yet in a position to state the design, 
hut we are giving the greatest possible 


Mr. Goschen. 


The group of ships of this class | 


sides of first class cruisers without im- 
| posing too much weight, then it was de- 
| cided by the Admiralty to armour our 
‘first elass cruisers. The “Niobe” is a 
‘fine class of ship, but I think now we 
/should build no first class cruiser with- 
out the protection of armoured sides. 
My hon. and gallant friend also said we 
should pause in the construction of small 
| ships, but we must always have a num- 
ber of small ships to do station and other 
work. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL: Am I right 
in supposing that the size of the first 
class battleships is governed mainly or 
solely with reference to the thickness of 
the armour? In all these last ships there 
has only been a difference of three or four 
inches. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : It is those three or 
four inches that make just the difference. 
I can assure my hon. and gallant friend 
| that this matter has been most carefully 
studied over and over again. It is a 
matter upon which opinions may differ, 
but on the whole we have proceeded on 
the principle that our ships must be 
built and armoured so as to cope with the 
great battleships they may have to meet. 
My hon. and gallant friend the Member 
for Yarmouth spoke of the merchant 
cruisers. We are revising the whole of 
the contracts with those firms whose con- 
tracts have expired or are expiring, but 
the negotiations are still pending, and 
‘I am unable at present to make 
any statement on the subject. With 
regard to the application of  elec- 
tricity to ships, the Admiralty are 
certainly giving their best attention to 
the question. We have now Naval 
'Attachés specially appointed to the 
United States and Japan, which possess 
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navies of great efficiency, ingenuity, and | man also asked me whether I can state 
power, and an officer specially competent | now what our policy has been in relation 


to deal with electrical subjects will be ap- | to the engineering strike. 

pointed to the United States, so that he | 

may be able to report on any improve- | 

ments that may be introduced in that | Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: What 
respect. The noble Lord the Member | I asked was the general principle of the. 
for York wishes that certain ships should | Admiralty in dealing with penalties. 

be struck off the list now that a number | 

of new ships are getting ready for | 

commission. I myself would prefer to) *Mr. MACARTNEY: I cannot state 
keep on these ships until we have ample | how the Admiralty may deal with indi- 
new ships to take their place. I think | vidual cases which may come up under 
some of the inferior ships might, towards | the penalty clause. Every case will be 
the conclusion of a naval war, play a very | considered on its merits, and I cannot go 
important part, if there happened to be any further than that. 

many disasters among the finer and 

hetter ships. The noble Lord seems to 

think that these ships are kept on the) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: This 
list in order to impose on the public. | is serious. The policy appears to be to 
That is not the case. They are kept on) reduce the penalty clause to an empty 
the list that we may have some reserve, | form. 

even of a second-class character, until we | 

are able to dispense with them altogether. *Mr. MACARTNEY: All I can say is, 
With reference to water-tight doors, I am | whether the policy goes as far as the 
not able to argue with my noble friend. | hon. Gentleman says, it is precisely the 
I know there has been great controversy | policy carried out by all previous admin- 
in regard to the matter, but the Admi- | istrations at the Admiralty. If the hon. 
ralty authorities believe that they have Gentleman doubts that, I can show him 
answered all the arguments of the noble that when he was at the Admiralty cases 
Lord. As to quick-firing guns, that is a; were treated exactly as they are now. 
technical question, and I must ask the There has been no new departure. I think 
noble Lord to repeat his question another | if he makes inquiry he will see that the 
time. I may, however, state generally, Committee on Public Accounts them- 
that the policy of the Admiralty is to | selves have suspended judgment in the 
turn all guns capable of conversion into | matter. 

quick-firers, and we have done a great 

deal in that direction. In some of the) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Except 
ships on the China Station we have taken in one case. 

out guns of low calibre and put in guns 

of larger calibre. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: [regret I am not 

|in a position to give a more satisfactory 

*Tue SECRETARY to THE ADMI-' answer in regard to the new form of con- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, S.): | tract than I gave the other day. It was 
The hon. Member for Dundee asked what | only the other day that the revised form 
the policy of the Admiralty would be | of contract was before the Board of Ad- 
in relation to the enforcement of penal-| miralty, and a contract like this cannot be 
ties. The hon. Gentleman cannot, I | dealt with in a hurry. My hon. friend 
think, plead successfully that he is in| knows that those who are advising us on 
such ignorance in regard to one material | this matter have been much engaged on 
fact. We stated last year in the Com-' other questions of great importance, and 
mittee of Naval Estimates that we had | we have not been able to command their 
heen advised that the interpretation of | attention continuously, but every effort 
the penalty clause included a lock-out in will be made to come to a decision soon. 
the same way as a strike. And if the | As to whether we were technically right 
hon. Gentleman would turn to the report | in the specific case to which the hon. 
of last year’s debate he will find that my | Gentleman alludes, it is not necessary for 
right hon. friend the Attorney -General | me to detain the Committee. The whole 
confirmed that opinion. The hon. Gentle- | question is before the Admiralty, and I 
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have no doubt that we will concur in what | large sum to settle it, and it still remains, 
the Treasury lays down in the future. | as it has been for years, a great point of 
It would have been inequitable in the | dissatisfaction among the men. It seri- 
special case if we had not agreed to waive | ously affects the well-being of the Navy, 
the payment of interest. because it prevents se many skilled men 
| joining the naval service who otherwise 
| would do. Naturally they object to going 
9. £3.799.000, Shipbuildi eines 'to do work side by side with men who 
2 29, FTI, UUY, OUpoumcng, ‘pairs, | are getting an inferior rate of pay. The 
Maintenance, ote.—-Matériel. _ | tendency of all this is that inferior men 
3. £2,417,000, Shipbuilding, Repairs, | are being taken into the Government 
Maintenance, ete.—Personnel. | service, and these inferior men have been 
Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) : | entered as skilled workmen. There is the 
I want to say a few words on a matter | C@S¢ of a man at Devonport who was 
taken on as a skilled workman, who had 


that comes under this Vote—namely, the | ieee ’s lat } 
classification amongst the larger trades in | Previously been a masons lapourer, a coa 





Question put, and agreed to. 








the dockyard. I know that this question | 
has been brought up year after year, and } 
I am entitled to point to this fact that | 
year after year the question becomes | 
riper for settlement. These men com- | 
plained eight years ago of the intro-! 
duction of a system by which men doing | 
identically the same work are receiving 
different rates of pay. As the prosperity | 
of the country increases and the national in- | 
come increases, it ought to become easier for | 
the Government to remedy this grievance. | 
I am informed that while the slight in- | 
crease of wages of the men necessary to | 
bring them all under the highest rate of | 
pay has not been conceded, an increase of | 
expenditure has been incurred, entirely | 
unnecessarily, by the appointment of more | 
officers to take the place of inspectors. | 
As long as expense of that kind is in- | 
curred it seems to me that we have a} 
stronger case to ask that the classification | 
should be abolished. 
| 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I wish | 
to ask a question of my hon. friend in 
regard to the scheme introduced of the 
payment of apprentices in the yard who | 
are ultimately intended to be shipwrights. 
I understand that the scheme was intro- 
duced at the commencement of the year 
owing to the inability of the Admiralty 
to get men to join as in years gone 
by. I understand that 150 entries were 
invited. Perhaps the hon. Gentleman 
will say : How many out of the 150 appli- 


| 
| 





cants were taken on ? I am informed that 
the scheme has been a failure. It is 
necessary that skilled workmen should be 
in the yards from seven years to fourteen. | 
As regards the point my hon. friend has 
raised about classification, I agree with 
him that the matter is one which ought 
to be settled. It does not require a very 


Mr. Macartney. 


porter, and prior to that a deck hand on 
a dredger. It is well that this kind of 
thing should be set right. This man had 
never worked asa shipwright at all before, 
and a protest was raised by the trade, but 
it received no consideration, and _ has 


been of no avail. Hon. Members 
who represent naval constituencies 
about the country will agree, I 


think, with me when I say that the 
xovernment have no right to introduce 
inferior workmen simply because they 
cannot get the best skilled men in conse- 
quence of their system and their low rate 
of pay. I will give another case where 
the Government have acted in a manner 
which cannot be in accord with the 
general treatment of employers of labour. 
I am told that they have opened their 
door to runaway apprentices, and recently 
they took a young man who was bound 
to a trade for a period of seven years. 
At the end of five years’ service he left his 
employer, and presented himself to the 
chief instructor at Devonport. His quali- 
fications were found satisfactory and he 
was taken on, and when his master found 
out where he had gone he made the 
strongest representations he could to the 
chief instructor, but the Admiralty 
simply replied that the man was fully 
qualified and that they meant to stick to 
him. I think it is a very dangerous 
thing to encourage young fellows to leave 
their employment in this way. The 
Government, through their system of 
classification and pay, are not encouraging 
the right sort of men to come into their 
dockyards. I know they can pick the 
very best labour in the country if they 


| will only make their conditions satisfac- 


tory. There is one class of labour which I 
think ought to be considered, and thatisthe 
lowest paidclass of labour. To-day it does 





Wi 
bet 
the 
for 
bee 
cus 
one 
por 
ex] 
of t 
dir 
pre 
all 

affe 
bro’ 
whe 
ade 


S 
refe 
by 
poin 
atte! 
dese 
the | 
to i 
the « 
natu 
in tk 
some 
been 
my | 
seem 
ture 
it in 
by al 
they 
tions 
point 

men } 
ing fo 
of th 
From 
2ceiv 
the ci: 


the sh 


VO. 


1S, 
of 
ri- 


an 
se 
Ig 
10 
he 
nt 
on 
1€ 
as 
ud 
al 
on 
of 


ul 


ut 
as 
rs 
es 


he 


ce 


e- 
te 
re 
er 


he 


nd 
a. 
Lis 
he 
li- 
he 
nd 
he 
he 
ty 
ly 
to 
ve 
he 
of 
ng 
or 
he 
ey 
1C- 


he 


eS 


the shipwrights generally a large amount 





1593 Supply 


{21 JuLy 1899} 


(Navy Estimates). 1594 


seem a poor wage for a labourer to get | of dissatisfaction and disappointment. I 


18s. or 19s. a week. 


the details, because my hon. colleague has | men are fewer in number. 
I} to the other important class of work- 


mentioned them upon many occasions. 


I will not go into | am aware that in other trades the pas, 


With regar 


would, however, like to refer to a remark | men I agree with the hon. Member 


made by the First Lord of the Admiralty 
a few months ago. He pointed out that even 
supposing he was disposed to increase the 
wages of these labourers the money would 
not reach them, but it would go into the 
pockets of the landlords. All I can say 
is that Ido not think this is a fair way 
tomeet the question. What I say is 
that these nien are underpaid, and the 
Admiralty really ought to sift the matter 
with a view of treating the men on a 
better footing. Ido not wish to delay 
the Committee, but this is the first time 
for seven years that the Naval Vote has 
been restricted to less than an houtr’s dis- 
cussion, for we have always had at least 


one evening for the discussion of this im- | 


portant Vote. I think we are entitled to 
express our dissatisfaction with the policy 
of the First Lord of the Treasury in this 
direction, and I hope this will not forma 
precedent to be repeated next year. At 
all events, I hope that Vote &, which 
affects dockyard labour, will not be 
brought in at the end of the discussion 
when we shall have no opportunity of 
adequately expressing our views upon it. 


Sim J. BAKER (Portsmouth): In 
reference to the circular recently issued 
by the Admiralty, there are one or two 
points to which I should like to call the 
attention of the Committee relating to a 
deserving class of men, more particularly 
the chargemen, who have been promoted 
to inspectors. The statement made in 
the circular is that the leading men, who 
naturally had expectations of promotion, 
in the future are to be abolished. 
some years now these leading men have 
been looking forward to promotion. As 
my hon. friend has said, the Admiralty 
seemed disposed to increase the expendi- 
ture on superior officers and to decrease 
it in reference to the subordinate officers 
by abolishing the leading men, and thus 
they are striking a blow at the expecta- 
tions of these men, and they are disap- 
pointing a very important class of work- 
men who have for many years been wait- 
ing for a readjustment and reorganisation 
of the work in their particular sphere. 
From the information which I have 
eceived, I have no doubt whatever that 
the circular just issued will create among 


VOL. LXXIV. [Fourth Srrizs.] 


For , 


| for Devonport in saying that the Admir- 
_alty are guilty of a very serious omission 
| in not doing something for the labourers 
| employed in the various dockyards. The 
War Department within the last year or 
/two have given a slight increase in the 
| soldier’s pay, and in view of that fact J 
‘think it is very hard that the Admiralty 
should issue a circular of this kind, which 
‘affects many thousands of workmen. I 
would like to ask if the Committee con- 
' siders that 18s. a week is sufficient for a 
‘labourer. I believe the Government em- 
ploy between 8,000 and 10,000 of these 
labourers, and they are employed at a 
| wage upon which they cannot _ live, 
although rents are constantly increasing. 
| Why should the Government issue a 
| circular stating that the wages paid to the 
| labourers are in accordance with the current 
wages generally paid, when such a state- 
| ment is not in accordance with the facts ? 
The average wages for a labourer are 
between £1 and 24s. a week. We urge 
upon the Government the necessity of 
doing something for these men, instead of 
confining their generosity to the superior 
officers. These men have been entirely 
forgotten and overlooked year after year, 
and they are not able to live comfortably 
on 18s. a week. I fully endorse the re- 
marks which were made in regard to the 
very short time allowed us to urge upon 
the Admiralty the various grievances in 
connection with our constituencies, and 
this will compel us to take other oppor- 
tunities of making our views known to the 
proper authorities. 

Viscount CRANBORNE (Rochester) : 
With reference to the compensation given 
to workmen under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act of 1897, I want to know if 
my hon. friend can give us any informa- 
tion as to whether there has been any 
difficulty in administering the Act in re- 
‘gard to the workmen employed in the 
dockyards, and what procedure has been 
adopted in cases of dispute as to the 
amount of compensation. 


*Mr. BARNES (Kent, Faversham) 
wished to mention a question he was 
entitled to raise on this Vote, and one 
atfecting the interests of all classes of 
dcckyard employe2s That was the 
question of pensions and deferred pay. 


3M 
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Under the existing regulations an 
established man obtained a pension on 
reaching 60 years of age, and that pension 
was calculated on the basis of one-sixtieth 
of the man’s pay for every year of his 
service as an established man. But the 
men really looked upon this pension in 


' 
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miralty were too generous in the case of 
the men promoted to the higher ratings, 
it would not be considered proper to re- 
duce those men, and we ought not on 
that account to raise the rate of every- 
body throughout the yard. The senior 
Member for Devonport addressed to me 





some question in regard to the entry of 
apprentices for the service under the new 
scheme. I cannot give him any figures 
now upon that subject, or any very definite 
information. I think probably that when 
we have had a little more experience of 
the new system that will be a better time 
knowledged the immense boon conferred | to see how the scheme promises to work. 
by the present Government in allow-| As far as my information goes, up to the 
ing half hired time to count for! present there is every reason to suppose 
pensions, and hoped that the Admiralty | that we shall get as many apprentices as 
would give serious consideration to the | we want. At some of our yards we have 
question he had raised, which was one of | not been able to get as many as were re- 
great importance to the families of those | quired, but other yards have provided 
employed in Her Majesty’s Dockyards. | more than the required number. 

Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI-| Mr. KEARLEY: Which yards? 
RALTY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
W orcestershire, E.): I think it will be 'am sorry that I cannot say off-hand in 
more convenient for me to deal now with | which yards there has been an excess 
the various matters which have been The hon, Member opposite complains of 
raised in this discussion. The question | the general Mane at the a 
of classification has been mentioned by | gnoaged in our dockyards. I must. re- 
the two hon. Members for Devonport, | pudiate as strongly as I can his sugges- 
and T can only say in reply that the ques- | tion that we are largely entering inferior 
tion has been considered most carefully | yorkmen in our yards, or that hn ee 
hy the Admiralty, for we went into the ral standard of work and skill is not as. 
matter most fully, and the decision we | }ioh as it is anywhere else 
then came to must be taken as final. As| ss Fie 
regards the question of pensions and Mr. KEARLEY: I made no such 
deferred pay the hon. Member who has statement. What I said was that the 
raised this question must remember that Admiralty were employing inferior men, 
the cost of the present system to the | and I quoted two cases. I hope the hon. 
country is very much greater than the | Gentleman will confine himself to those 
contributions or deductions which are , WO cases. 
made from the wages of the men. It is) \fp. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
perfectly true that those workmen who hon, Member has forgotten what he did 
do not live to earn a pension get back | say, He cited two cases, one of which he 
nothing for the deductions made from | gaye in detail. and he made a general 
their wages, but still the total deductions | charge that Nin chiueestie of tie we 
made from the wages of workmen in the were getting was not satisfactory. I think 


the light of deferred pay, a weekly sum 
having been deducted by the Government 
from their wages. He drew attention to 
the fact that if a man died before 60 years 
of age his widow and children got nothing 
at all, although this weekly deduction had 
been made from his wages. He ac- 





yard are not equal to the total amount J ¢an recall what. his argument was, I- 


returned in the form of pensions tO | should like to ask why he came to speak 
members of the same class. As regards ‘on the question at all. He was speaking 
the question of classification, I think I) on the subject of classification, and our 
explained that matter to the House very | refusal to accede to the demand he had 
fully upon a previous occasion. In order | made, and he said the result was that we 


to find a fair rate of pay the Admiralty | qiq not attract the right men, and we 


took the mean between the lowest and the | were obliged to take on inferior men. 
highest on the graduated scale, and in this | 

respect our generosity appears to have been | Mr. KEARLEY: I want to make my 
mistaken, for the complaint now made is | point perfectly clear. I said that this was 
entirely founded upon our generosity to | the tendency, and I supported my point 
the higher class. Surely, because the Ad-| by two illustrations showing that you 


Mr. Barnes. 
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were not getting the best labour in the 
country. I gave two illustrations which 
I can elaborate into as much detail as the 
hon. Gentleman wishes to have. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The hon. Member says that the tendency 
is that we cannot get the best men, 
and I presume that what he means is 
that under those circumstances we are 
not getting the best men, and that the 
men we are getting are inferior to the 
general level of workmen throughout the 
country. I deny that assertion, for I 
believe we are getting a perfectly well- 
trained set of men in our dockyards. In 
regard to the cases which the hon. Member 
has quoted, if he will supply me, in a 
letter, with the full statements of the 
facts, I will make inquiries into them. As 
to the case of the runaway apprentice to 
which he has alluded, I do know some- 
thing of the facts. This man who has 
been described as a runaway apprentice 
came to the dockyard and applied for 
entry at Land’s End. He was fully up to 
the standard required, and was accordingly 
entered. It subsequently transpired that 
he had made an agreement to serve for an 
extra term with an employer, but that 
agreement was not a binding agreement 
which the employer could enforce by law, 
and it was one which he could not compel 
this workman to carry out. There are 
two other questions, and one is the 
question raised in regard to classification 
of inspectors, leading men, and charge- 
men. It will be within the recollection 
of the Committee and Members interested 
in the matter that for some time past 


to this subject, and an inquiry has been 
instituted by the Admiralty to see what 
arrangements could be made to simplify 
the present complicated position, and to 
remove some of the grievances of which 
these officers complain. The grievance 
has been exactly that which the hon. 
Member for Devonport put in regard to 
the existing classification, which is that 
officers performing the same work were 
paid different rates of pay. The Admiralty 
have now framed a scheme which will 
gradually eliminate the class of leading 
men, and cause inspectors to be appointed 
from other trades besides the shipwrights, 
and this will place them in a position 
superior to that of the chargemen. At 
the same time the position of the charge- 
men will be slightly altered, and I think 
they will find that they will receive some 
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benefit under this new scheme. <A good 
many of the leading men will be promoted 
to inspectors, but the positions of others 
will be gradually allowed to die out. I 
think the hon. Member will find that this 
new system, when it has had a fair trial, 
will meet to a very large extent the 
grievances of which his constituency 


complains. As regards the other 
question of the rate of wages paid 
to labourers, I may say that I 


have nothing to add to the statement 
which was made by the First Lord of the 
Admiralty and other Members of the 


Admiralty Board on a_ previous 
occasion. We have made careful 
inquiries into the whole rates of 


wages paid in dockyards elsewhere, and, 
taking a general view of the whole case, 
we see no reason whatever to alter our 
scale of pay except in one or two specific 
instances which have been mentioned in 
our reply to the dockyard petition. The 
information placed before us does not 
justify any general rise in the rate of 
wages throughout the whole of the dock- 
yards. The noble Lord the Member for 
Rochester asked me a question about 
compensation, and as to the procedure 
that would be followed. Up to the 
present we have had to deal with some 
accidents since the passing of that Act, 
and they have been dealt with, I am 
happy to say, without any dispute 
arising between the injured man and the 
Government pending the arrangement of 
a scheme of contracting out, which has 
already been submitted to the Registrar 
of Friendly Societies ; he, I believe, has 


ra i now certified the scheme, and in a very 
there has been great complaint in regard | 3 : E ? 
pit p ¥ | short time it will be sent down to the 


dockyards. We first gave the dockyard 
people an opportunity of expressing 
their opinion upon it, and it will be for 
the men to say whether they will come 
under the scheme or not. If they do not 
accept the scheme—which sckeme I think 
will be to their benefit—they will come 
under the ordinary Compensation Act, 
and will receive no exceptional treatment. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON: I do not 
think that the two cases which have been 
quoted can be held to support such a 
general statement as that which has been 
made by the senior Member for Devon- 
port, that the tendency was to employ an 
inferior class of men. I think the hon. 
Gentleman has entirely left out of account 
the far more important part of the case 
to which my hon. friend alluded when he: 
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was referring to shipwright apprentices in 
the dockyard. A new lot of apprentices 
were taken in to supply the vacancies 
when the Admiralty were in a great 
difficulty. We have been for the last six 
or seven years pointing out the special 
grievances of which the naval shipwrights 
complain. It was absolutely notorious that 
the Admiralty could not get enough ship- 
wrights, and they confessed that they could 
not get enough, for they had to start an 
entirely new system of applying for boys 
who should, after a period of apprentice- 
ship in the dockyards, pledge them- 
selves to become naval shipwrights. 
point was that the period of apprentice- 
ship and the conditions under which the 
boys were to be educated implied a dis- 
tinctly lower standard of education, and 
therefore would ultimately supply a lower 
class of article, so to speak, in the shape 
of naval shipwrights than the class which 
the Admiralty asked for and could not 
get. Our point is that by lowering the 
standard you are not only injuring the 
trade, but you are getting a class of 
article for the Navy which is inferior to 
what you otherwise would have had and 
which you ought to have had. Our 
complaint is that you have lowered the 
standard of one particular class of work- 
men, and not that the general body of work- 
men in the dockyard has deteriorated. 
I have been informed that the Admiralty 
wanted forty-one of these boys to join, 
and they only got fourteen, and so far as 
I understand, other dockyards are in a 
similar condition. If thatis so, you can- 
notonly not get the class of men you asked 


for previously, but you cannot even get | 


the class of men which you were getting, 
which proves that the only way in which 
you can get an efficient class in sufficient 
numbers is by turning your attention to 
the specific grievances of which the ship- 
wrights complain. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Might I ask that we 
might now have this Vote as soon as 
possible, because there is a discussion to 
come on upon Vote 12, when I under- 
stand an hon. and gallant Member is going 
to move a reduction of my salary? I do 
not complain of the length of the discus- 
sion in any way, but it occurs to me that 
it would be an advantage to the House 
if we passed to the discussion upon 
Vote 12. 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): After the reply we have had from 


Mr. E. J. C. Morton. 
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the Civil Lord I cannot help thinking 
that both the skilled and unskilled 
labourers have grave grounds for doubt- 
ing the sympathetic attitude of the Admi- 
ralty. lam not an enthusiastic supporter of 
any addition to the Navy, but when we 
have a Navy it ought to be as perfect as 
possible, and the only way to have that is 
to keep up the high standard of excellence 
of craftsmanship which we had in the past. 
| The Civil Lord could only identify one 
'case where it was sought to lower the 
| standard of the skilled labourer, and _per- 
| haps it was as well, because that broke 
down. We cannot expect the hon. Gen- 
'tleman to understand the industrial con- 
‘ditions, but I would urge the Admiralty 
| to keep up the standard of craftsmanship, 
and obviously that cannot be done by re- 
ducing the number of years of apprentice- 
Ship, as is now proposed. The reason that 
| the Admiralty have failed to get skilled 
| shipwrights is not because they do not 
,exist. Private firms have no difficulty in 
getting the most highly skilled artisans 
who are prepared to serve them well. 
There is one point I am utterly unable to 
understand with regard to the Navy, and 
that is the meagre wages paid to unskilled 
labourers. Why does not the hon. 
Member for the Eastbourne Division of 
Sussex, who is such an enthusiast, point 
‘out that if you neglect to give a wage 
|which will permit a man _ to _ live 
' decently —— 


(Navy Estimates). 





ADMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne) : 
I have never spoken on the question. 


Mr. MADDISON: That is just my 
|complaint—the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
/man ought to speak. Let me ask the 
Civil Lord whether he thinks a labourer 
with 18s. a week in a dockyard town can 
keep himself decently. The Civil Lord 
said that what the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty had said upon the subject was 
| the last word. I can only say, of all the 
| Ministers who have shown no indication 
| of the principles we are raising, the First 
| Lord is the one. These very labourers 
| when employed by private yards which 
‘have to compete with the Government 
yards are paid 4s., 5s., and 6s. a week 
| more than they are by the Admiralty. 
| We are face to face with the fact that 
|in our national shipbuilding and repair- 
ing yards we are employing men at what 
| would be universally regarded as a 
| sweating wage. 
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Vote agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £261,600, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to defray 
the expenses of the Admiralty Office, 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st March 
1900.” 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I desire 
to say afew words upon a subject which 
I have frequently brought to the atten- 
tion of the Committee and the 
Admiralty Office. During the last 
three or four years I have raised 
this question of the great injustice 
done to Roman Catholic clergy in Her 
Majesty’s Navy. Four years ago it was 
admitted that fifteen years before a pro- 
mise had been given that this matter 
should be looked into, and that justice 
would be done. A year ago the First 
Lord gave a very sympathetic answer, 
and promised that the matter should be 
settled. Since then I believe that nego- 
tiations have been entered into, and 
something has been done; but, for my 
part, Tam not satisfied with the change 
that has been made. What I complain of is 
that the Roman Catholic chaplains in the 
Navy 

*THEe CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! That 
question ought to be raised on the Vote 
for the Chaplains. 

Mr. DILLON: On a point of order, 
Sir, I have had some experience in this 
matter, for I raised it on the Vote for the 
Chaplains on a previous occasion, and I 





was then told it would be better raised on | 


the question of the Admiralty Office, and 
I raised it on this Vote and it was debated 
on this Vote. I would here direct your 
attention to a remarkable fact that, in the 
index to the Votes, the Vote for the 
Chaplains is scattered over a great many 
Votes. There is no specific Vote for chap- 
lains upon which this point could be 
raised. My point is not a question of a 
grievance of the chaplains on the esta- 
blishment, but quite a different point. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I remember the 
question being raised on a previous occa- 


sion, but Iam sorry to say my memory | 
does not carry me back, but I give the | I will not say another word upon it. 


{21 JuLy 1899} 
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Mr. DILLON : Thank you, Sir. I shall 
be very brief. There area hundred chap- 
lains on the establishment who have the 
status and pay of officers, and I first of all 
wish to ask whether any of those chaplains 
are Roman Catholics. There are 10,000 
Catholic seamen afloat in the Navy at 
least, and there may be many more now 
that it has been so much increased. After 
a good deal of agitation, the Catholic 
chaplains in the Army were put upon the 
same status as those of the Established 
Church, and I have heard no complaint 
arising out of that. That being so, I 
want to know on what kind of logie you 
deny that status to the Catholic clergy in 
the Navy. I will give one instance of 
the hardship to which I refer in the case 
of a Catholic priest whom I know. He is 
a priest belonging to the Capuchin Order, 
and with the consent and kind encourage- 
ment of the captains of Her Majesty’s 
ships from time to time, this poor 
Catholic priest had been _ invited 
to officiate on board different men-of-war. 
| He did so. Through some error on the 
part of the naval officers no allowance 
| was made, not even the small allowance 
'which is permitted to be made for this 
| purpose, and year after year this poor 
priest, out of the moneys of his Order, for 
| of course he has no means himself, has 
| had to pay the expenses of the boat hire 
'to take him on board. Although he 
| has letters from various captains thank- 
‘ing him for his services, he has, so far as 
| my information goes, received nothing in 
' return. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
| would appear that some payments have 
| been made on behalf of this priest. Sums 
/of money were sent to the vice-consul, 
but they do not appear to have come to 
the priest. It was paid by the vice- 
‘consul to a person who applied on the 
| priest’s behalf, but who has disappeared 
| and whom we are now endeavouring to 
|trace. I may say that I believe the 
priest is not anxious to have this matter 


| ventilated, but we think it is our duty to 
| find out who the person is who took that 
| money. 


| 


Mr. DILLON : After that explanation 
But 


hon. Gentleman the benefit of the doubt, | that is not the way in which the Catholic 
as I see that “ Chaplains” in the index is | seamen ought to be treated, and means 
not in any particular Vote, but in various | ought to be taken for the especial benefit 


Votes. 


| 


of these men, so far as circumstances will 
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permit, and the Catholic chaplain ought 
to be put on the same status as the other 
chaplains of the fleet. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: 
There is one very important question 
with regard to the engineering officers 
to which I desire to refer. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I had some doubts 
as to the last question raised. I have no 
doubt as to this. This ought to be raised 
on Vote I. 


Str FORTESCUE FLANNERY : 
Upon a point of order, may I point out 
that the question raised by the hon. 
Member for East Mayo was allowed ona 
question of general policy, on the ground 


{COMMONS} 
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order because hon. Gentlemen enter into an 
arrangement. My duty is to observe the 
rules of order. 


* ADMIRAL FIELD : I will not detain the 
Committee long, and although I move 
the reduction of the salary of the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, of course I know 
it cannot take place, and only do so to 
call attention to a matter of great im- 
portance to which I also called attention 
ten days ago, and that is to the disastrous 
explosion which took place a short timeago 
| at Toulonand the policy of the Admiralty in 
the face of such disasters in erecting new 
stores into which they propose to put high 
explosives, among others cordite. I asked 
a question as to this of the First Lord, 





that it had been included in several | and the answer he gave was not satis- 
Votes ; but if this question which I raise | factory. He gave no information at all, 
has only been put into one Vote, it is | and public opinion was very much exer- 
surely none the less a question of policy. | cised upon this question, and I venture 
m | to say I am only fulfilling a duty when I 

*THe CHAIRMAN : I had some doubt ; press the right hon. Gentleman to give 
in the case of the hon. Member for East | the country and this House more infor- 
Mayo, because the index in that case | mation than he gave me in answer to my 
was not clear, but I am quite certain with | question. Not one naval officer whom I 
regard to this case that the question | have consulted outside the Admiralty is 
ought to have been raised on Vote I. It |g supporter of this policy of their Lord- 
was raised on Vote I. at an earlier period |-ships, and the hon. Member for King’s 
of the session, and, therefore, clearly} Lynn ventured to put a supplementary 
cannot be raised again on a different Vote. | question to the question to which I 


Sim FORTESCUE FLANNERY: If | lluded, in reply to which he got no in- 
you are still of opinion that that is so, of | formation whatever, but was merely asked 
course, Sir, I must bow to your ruling. | to have confidence in the Admiralty. Of 

; course we have all got confidence in the 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: On| Admiralty, but it is not a question of that 
a point of order, I understood, Sir, there | kind: it is a question in which 
are certain points which could be described | the unofficial Members of this House 


as grievances, and could be raised on this| have as much right to an_ opinion 
Vote. Ifthat is not so, I wish to point!as the Lord of the Admiralty. 


out to the Committee that there are these | It is a question of the safety of the dock- 
grievances, and they ought to be brought | yard and of the huge population in the 
out. | neighbourhood that we have to consider 
* TAIRMAN : Order. order! The | U2, connection w ith this new departure. 
THe CHAIRMAN : Order, order ! The asked for the opinion of the Committee ; I 
noble Lord is not now addressing himself 


. could get no information, but I know 
sa Hope > naa rae ere Pee : ‘that they were not unanimous. From 
SAA NG) OWE BOF the oar’ | the silence of the First Lord I also draw 


of Admiralty is not the proper place to 
raise the question. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: But 
it was certainly understood that we should 
be allowed to raise this question—that an 
opportunity would be afforded. 


my own conclusions as to the opinion of 
the naval officers. 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY : May 
I ask whether my hon. friend is in order 
in bringing forward the question of the 
storage of explosives in dockyards on this 





*THE CHAIRMAN: Even if there were 
such an understanding it could not bind 
the Committee, and certainly would not 
bind me. I cannot set aside the rules of 





Mr. Diilon. 


Vote ? 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : I am inclined to 
agree with the hon. Member that the 
question ought not to be raised at this 
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.taken then. The Toulon explosion is my | 


‘the House on the subject. 


‘hon. Member has no mandate from | 


‘what subjects would be raised, and what 


‘hon. Gentleman has been led to believe 
“that he could discuss that matter on this 
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stage. The point raised by the hon.{ Mr. CLOUGH: May I be allowed to 
Member for Eastbourne ought to be dis-| say, with due deference, that I could 
cussed on the naval armament stores or | understand your ruling where two private 
building Votes. | Members of the House enter into an 


* : : agreement one with the other; that is 
ApuinaL FIELD: On the point of | Sorcha not within your cognisance, 


order, the new departure had not been | and ought not to influence your ruling : 
ramen Rage sy 5s ’,| but when an arrangement is made with a 
pepe ge Fancy bag es — if | responsible Minister like the First Lord 

i out. | of the Admiralty, I hold that I have just 


make no reflection on th sent Members | : 
the present Members | ground to ask you to make an exception 


—I would have moved the adjournment of . 
| to your ruling. 


‘ ‘ om _omm.| Mr. E.J.C. MORTON: On a point of 

Mr. CLOUGH (Portsmouth): The | order, may we not, by special agreement, 

om ; : discuss certain questions on Votes which 
Portsmouth to raise this question. _we have not immediately to deal with ? 

*THeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order!) x ‘ 7, ae, es 

The hon. and gallant Member is not en-| neat genew Rr igs 


: : : age | special agreement made with even so im- 
titled to raise the question on this Vote. | P he 


| portant a person as the First Lord of the 
Mr. CLOUGH: I should like to hear | Admiralty can possibly upset the rules 
your ruling, Mr. Chairman, upon the | of order. 
question whether the Greenwich Age . = 
Pension Fund may be raised on this ‘Tote. | Sik CHARLES DILKE 
In asking for your ruling I wish to say | 
that when the Pensions Vote was raised | 
in the House it was very late in the 
evening, and the Admiralty were very 
anxious to get the Votes which were 
before the House on that evening. Isaw 
the Civil Lord, and said, “I must raise 
the question of the Greenwich Age Pen- 
sions now unless you can assure me that | 
it may be raised on some other Vote.” 
The Civil Lord most courteously met me. 
He went to the First Lord, and he and | 
the First Lord stated it might be raised | 
on their salaries by way of a motion for | 
the reduction of the Vote. In view of| gir J. COLOMB: I wish to make a 
your ruling this evening, I wish to ask | few observations upon this Vote. In the 
whether, that arrangement having been | first place, I hope the First Lord will have 
made—and I believe there is a perfectly no hesitation in coming to the House and 
honourable desire on the part of the Civil | asking for more money in order to make 
Lord and the First Lord that it should | the Naval Intelligence Department more 
be carried out—I might not raise that oficient. I find, for instance, there is an 
topic upon the Vote now under dis- expenditure of over £9,000 a year for mili- 
ee | tary attachés, and an increase this year of 
*THE CHAIRMAN: I amafraidI can- | £2,400, which is more than the total paid 
not make any exception. It is clear that | for naval attachés altogether. My right 
if we once begin to discuss Votes in their | hon. friend has spoken of the instruction 
wrong places there will be no end tothe dis- | of naval officers in sea strategy, but 
cussion on the Naval Votes. It would be | there is also the question of tactics. 
impossible for hon. Members to know | Senior captains of a fleet are never called 
/upon to handle the fleet, nor are com- 
would not be raised. I am sorry that the | manders ever called upon to handle ships 


desired to 
draw attention to the reception by the 
First Lord of the Admiralty and the 
President of the Board of Trade of a 
' deputation with regard to the manning of 
the Navy. The First Lord had practically 
| invited the discussion of the subject by 
the public at large, stating last year that 
-he would be prepared to increase the 
strength of the Naval Reserve. His re- 
ception of the deputation, however, was 
‘inconsistent with what he had said in the 
House, and scarcely encouraging to 
those in the country who had given 
time and attention to the question. 


in fleet and squadron evolutions. It 
appears to me that the Admiralty have no 
test of the fitness of captains to be 
admirals, and when, moreover, we come 
to look at the enormous responsibility 


Vote, but I, as responsible for the rules 
of order, can be no party to it, and I 
shall be obliged to rule it out of order. 
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which may be cast on senior captains sud- 
denly in war, I think there should be some 
system by which they might have the 
opportunity of handling squadrons and 
ships occasionally in manceuvres. The 
other point to which I wish to refer has 
reference to artillery practice of fleets. 
In the prize-firing returns I find that 
there is no mention of the light quick- 
firing guns. I should like to know 
whether these guns are left out alto- 


Supply 


{COMMONS} 
| gun, why do the Admiralty rule that this 


| 
| 





gether or included under machine guns. | 
Then I see that there are no prizes | 
awarded for heavier guns than the} 
13°5 guns. Is that because no prizes 
have been offered, or is it because the | 
shooting is not good enough? Passing | 
to the next size guns, namely, 13°5 and | 
12in., I see blue-jacket gunners only com- | 
peted. Why are the marine artillery | 
gunners out of it? In competition at | 
these two guns I see that the prize-money | 
return is under 36s. per crew. Next in 
order comes the 10in. gun. Here there 
was competition between the blue-jacket | 
gunners and the marine artillery gunners, 
and I find the blue-jacket gunners only 
won £1 
marine artillery won two guineas. 
ing to the 9-2 gun, I find that the blue- 
jackets only won £1 13s. 10d. per crew, 
while the marine artillery won £4 12s. 6d. 
Then, if you take the 6in. gun you will find | 
the blue-jacket gunners won only 15s. 7d. | 
per crew, and the marine artillery gunners 
£1 6s.3d. ‘The importance of these figures | 
is contained in the fact that the return 

shows, even in its incomplete form, that at | 
all heavy guns where there was competi- 

tion between the blue-jacket gunner and 

the marine artillery gunner, the latter beat | 
the former and proved themselves the 

best gunners. If this prize-firing be any | 
test of artillery efficiency, it goes to show 
that the fire of a fleet, the guns of which 
are manned by marine artillery gunners, | 
would be more effective than if the guns | 
were manned by blue-jacket gunners. If | 
the prize-firing be no test of relative 
artillery efficiency, why waste money on 
it? But it is, and therefore I must press 
my right hon. friend fora specific answer 
to this specific question. As the prize- | 
firing test shows that marine gunners win | 
more money than blue-jacket gunners, | 
why is the Admiralty excluding them | 
from manning any gun larger than the | 
10in. gun? If a particular class of man, 

trained in a particular way, produces the | 


14s. 2d. per crew, while the’ 
Com- | 
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particular class of man trained in this par- 
ticular way shall not even be tried at the 
12 or 13.5 gun? Again, this return 
shows that some 27 per cent. of marine 
artillery of the Fleet are not quartered at 
any gun at all. How is that? The facts 
I give are emphasised when we remember 
that the form of the return is misleading. 
In many ships no marine artillery are 
carried. In these ships blue-jacket 
gunners compete only against each other. 
The return lumps together all ships, 
whether they carry marine artillery or 


| whether they do not. It does not show re- 


sults of competitions between an equal 
number of blue-jacket gunners and of 


| marine artillery gunners, but between afew 


marine gunners in a few ships against the 
pick of the whole number of blue-jacket 
gunners afloat. I trust the First Lord 
will promise that an annual return of 


| prize-firing, in a better form, shall be 


laid before Parliament. The question of 
sea supremacy is largely a question of 


| sufficiency and efficiency of heavy gun 


fire, and without such annual return in a 
comprehensive and comprehensible form 
Parliament is in the dark. So far as the 


present return goes it shows that the 


naval changes of ninety-five years justify 


| and corroborate the opinion of Nelson, with 


his matchless experience of naval war, 
that the duties of blue-jackets are so 
manifold and various that for the artillery 
service of the Fleet a special and distinct 
corps of artillery is needed. The marine 
artillery came into being in 1804. It was. 
Nelson’s creation, but this return shows 
how far from that view the Admiralty 
have drifted by excluding the corps from 


duties it was intended to fulfil, though, as 
shown by this return, the artillery service 


of the fleet would be more effective were: 
Nelson’s teachings adhered to. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I will endeavour to 
meet the views of my hon. and gallant 


friend with regard to the return he has. 


mentioned. The right hon. Gentleman 


opposite spoke of the deputation received 
| by my right hon. friend the President of 


the Board of Trade and myself on the 
subject of the manning of the Fleet, and I 
gather that the right hon. Gentleman 
was not satisfied with the manner in 
which the deputation was received. I 
may say that I was not at all satisfied 
with the composition of the deputation. I 


best results at the 10-inch or the 9.2, had been led to expect a number of 


Sir J. Colomb. 
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gentlemen representative of the shipping 
interest with whom we might have had 
an interesting discussion as to their views 
on the Reserves. If my memory is not 
mistaken, all the representatives of the 
shipping trade were conspicuons by their 
absence ; those who were present were 
simply members of the _ intelligent 
public who take a considerable interest 
in the general question, but they are 
not a body with whom the Govern- 
ment can expect to discuss such very im- 
portant questions as the Reserves. I re- 


gret that I should have left an impression | 


of discourtesy on the deputation. I fully 
recognise the importance of the subject, 
and therefore regret that the deputation 
was not more representative. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 


Stepney): I rise for the purpose of | 


calling the attention of the First Lord of 
the Admiralty to the unsatisfactory posi- 
tion of the shipwrights in Her Majesty’s 
Navy. At the present time boiler- 
makers, coopers, smiths, and all other 
mechanics on entering the Navy com- 
mence at a minimum wage of five and 
sixpence a day. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : Order, order ! The 
question the hon. Gentleman desires to 
raise should be raised on Vote 1. 


Mr. STEADMAN: 
ruling, Sir. 
that I could only raise this question on 
Vote 12; but in future I shall consult 
you, Sir, and then I shall know whether 
I am in order or not. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I desire to 


(direct attention to a matter of general 


I bow to your 


policy with regard to the Navy which I 


mentioned before, but regarding which [ 
have not received a satisfactory answer. 
It isas to making the Navy better known 


in manufacturing districts, one of which I | 
I think the Admiralty does | 


represent. 
not recognise the alteration which has 
taken place in the manning of ships. In 
the old days all that was required was 
that a man should be able to dance a 
hornpipe, hoist a sail, and hitch up his 
trousers, but the Navy now requires a 
different kind of man altogether—it re- 
quires an engineer and a _ mechanic. 
Formerly recruiting for the Navy was 


chiefly confined to the ports, the popula- | 
tion of which were accustomed to sea- | 
| post offices supply such information, but. 
‘IT have applied and find that it is not so, 


faring habits, but now I venture to think 
that the centre of gravity is changed. 


{21 Juty 1899} 


I was given to understand | 
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|The noble Lord the Member for York 
‘ealled attention to the fact that 
|ships have very often to go into 
|port to be fitted because they have 
not a sufficient supply of engineers 
'and mechanics on board capable of keep- 
‘ing them in order. One fact is very 
well known, and that is the wonderful 
hereditariness of habit. In seafaring 
| places people inherited a love of the 
sea, but ships are now completely 
altered. They are complicated con- 
glomerations of intricate machinery, and 
the corollary to that fact is that we require 
as recruits engineers and mechanics. It 
is more important for a man in the 
Navy nowadays that he should have 
inherited, not a capacity for the sea, but 
for mechanical engineering. I represent 
a constituency which possesses this here- 
ditary capacity. There are two grounds 
/upon which [ press this question on the 
‘attention of the Admiralty. One is that 
the increase of the Navy makes it wise to 
extend the field of recruiting, and the 
second is that the particular field most 
required is the field which would supply 
‘the Navy with men specially qualified to 
suit the altered conditions of warships. 
I do not think it is sufficiently under- 
stood how little the Navy is known in 
Lancashire, for example. It must be re- 
membered that we have all over England a 
hereditary love of the sea, which breaks out 
in the case of many young men, and in 
the manufacturing districts this love of 
the sea is combined with an inherited 
| engineering capacity. Young men have 
| often asked me how they should go about 
entering the Navy, and I do not know 
how to advise them. I doubt whether the 
Civil Lord himself knows. 


(Navy Estimates). 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Oh,. 
| yes ; I know perfectly well. 


Mr. HARWOOD: I think the hon. 
Gentleman will agree with me that it is not 
generally known, and I am sure that the 
| Navy misses hundreds and thousands of 

excellent recruits because they do not 
know how to enter it. Hon. Gentlemen 
know how timid of troubie people 
are, and when they meet a difficulty 
how they desist. What I suggest 
'is that there should at least be as much 
information given to the public as to how 
to enter the Navy as there is in the case 
of the Army. I have been told that. 
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This question has been taken up with {regret to say that the Admiralty have 
some interest in the manufacturing dis-' taken no steps to redress our grievance. 
tricts. The people there say, “ We con-| But, even in other respects, when we ask 
tribute our fair share to the Navy, and | for a little we get little satisfaction. Last 
we have a right to have a naval career! week I put a question to the Chief Secre- 
open to our children if they care to enter | tary in regard to illegal trawling which 
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it.” Many believe that men in the Navy 
are not treated very well, but neverthe- 
less the people have a right to have this 
career open to their children. The second 
point I wish to make perhaps trenches 
upon delicate ground. Not only have the 
working classes a right to have this career 
open to them, but other classes have a 
similar right. 
who had a great desire to enter the Navy, 
and after being trained at a well-recog- 


nised establishment he made an applica- | 


tion, only to be met by the barrier of 
nomination. I do not understand it. I 
do not see why this career should not be 
open to our young men just as much as 
the Army. What does nomination mean ? 


I find that if a youth’s father was an | 


admiral or his uncle a captain he could get | 
in. I object to the Navy being treated as | 
a preserve for officers’ sons. The nation 
paysfor the Navy,and the nation has aright 
to share in it, and I protest most strongly | 
against this system of selection. Ido not | 
know how the Civil Lord is going to} 
justify it. I think he will not deny that 
it is personal selection, not selection on | 
the ground of ability or training. I) 
maintain that a candidate should only be 
asked whether he is prepared to go 
through the examinations and fill the 
social necessities of the case, and then let 
the best man win. It is an advantage to | 
the Navy that it should enlarge its | 
recruiting sphere, and recruit engineers | 
and mechanics, and, with regard to. 
officers, it is a matter of common justice | 
that the Navy should be open to the! 
nation. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): Enor- 
mous sums have been devoted this year | 
for naval expenditure, but as far as 
Ireland is concerned, we have very little 
interest in this expenditure, though we 
pay more than our quota towards it. As 
far as England, Scotland, and Wales are 
concerned, they have large industries to 
protect, but unfortunately we have. 
little or no trade to protect, and | 
we get no advantage from the gigantic | 
expenditure in the Navy yards. This is 
a state of things that has been frequently 
drawn attention to in this House, and I 


Mr. Harwood. 


| 


obtains off the Irish coast, and the right 
hon. Gentleman answered me that he had 
| frequently applied to the Admiralty for a 
| gunboat to enforce the carrying out of 
‘the bye-laws in regard to trawling, but 
that his applications had met with no 
results whatever. I think that is a state 
of things that ought not to be. When 


I met a youth recently | the Steam Trawling Act was passed the 


| First Lord assured the hon. Member for 
| North Louth that our interests in Ireland 
would be protected in the matter. That 
law did not apply to Ireland, and now 
steam trawlers come off our coast, and do 
a great deal of injury to the Irish 
fisheries, and the Admiralty turn a deaf 
ear to our application for gun-boats to 
enforce the local bye-laws. Ten years 
ago the Leader of the House gave a 
distinct pledge that our fisheries would 
be protected by the Admiralty or some 
other board ; but he has failed to carry 
out that pledge. I may be told that it is 
not the business of the Admiralty to 
enforce local bye-laws; but that is just 
the way in which Irish interests are 
jobbed from one Department to another. 
I have a suggestion to make to the 
right hon. Gentleman to which I hope he 
will give his favourable consideration. 


'The Bill dealing with agriculture and 


other Irish industries will be before the 
House next Monday. It will be a long 
time before the new Department has 
arranged matters, but in the meantime a 
great deal of injury is being done to the 
Trish fisheries, and I would ask the First 
Lord whether he will place at the dis- 
posal of the Irish Government, or the 
Inspectors of Irish Fisheries, two or three 


| gun-boats to enforce the bye-laws, which 


are at present a dead letter. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
would ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
to see that the commanders of the gun- 
boats off the North Coast of Scotland 
attend to the work deputed to them. 
These gun-boats lie too much in harbour, 
instead of looking after the trawlers. We 
have a great fishing industry inthe North 
of Scotland, and that is being seriously 
affected by these gun-boats not performing 
their duty as they should. There 
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ought to be more gun-boats for police | 


purposes. I wish to thank the First Lord 


for the promise he made to send the | 


training ship “ Northampton ” to Storno- 
way. The first time she was there she 
only remained a few hours. That is not 


sufficient time for boys to travel some | 


thirty or fortv miles across the island. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : 
ship at Dundee. 


*Mr. WEIR: The training ship at 
Dundee is a_reformatory for boys. | 
What I want is to get respectable lads to | 
enter the Navy. Some newer and more | 
modern guns should be sent to the Storno- | 
way Naval Reserve Station. I would | 
like to know why the men of Bernera are | 
not engaged in the Naval Reserve. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: As to the Irish 
fisheries, the Admiralty are under no | 
obligation to enforce local bye-laws. Our | 
duty is rather to protect native fisheries 
against foreign trawlers ; although, when 
occasion offers, our gun-boats afford other | 
assistance. However, I will take into | 
consideration the suggestion of the hon. | 
Member. 


Mr. POWER: When the Steam Trawl- | 
ing Act was passing through the House | 
the First Lord of the Treasury said, in | 


There is a training 


reply to my hon. and learned friend the | 


Member for Louth, that the interests of | 
the Irish fisheries would be safeguarded, | 
and on that assurance we let the Bill 
pass. In compliance with that promise a | 
Bill was introduced prohibiting steam | 
trawling within three miles of the Irish | 
coast, but for some reason that Bill never 
was passed. The Irish Secretary has 
now a very important Bill before the 
House, and he says that under that Bill 
he will be able to protect the Irish 
fisheries. But it will be some time 
before he gets his Department into 
working order. What I wish is that, 
pending that time, the Admiralty will 
give us a few gun-boats to enforce the 


local bye-laws. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I do not think that this is primarily 
an Admiralty matter. I will, however, 
confer with the First Lord of the 
Admiralty and the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, and see if anything can be done, 
but I cannot make any definite promise 
on the subject. 
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| Mr. POWER: Thank you. 


*Mr. WEIR: I have called attention to 
several matters, and not one word has 
been said in regard to them. I beg that 
| this Vote be reduced by £500. 
| 
| Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“That a sum, not exceeding £261,500, be 
granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Weir.) 


| Mr. GOSCHEN: I canassure the hon. 
| Member that the Highlands have their 
| full share of the attention of the Govern- 
| ment. The hon. Member would like to 
| see the training ship “ Northampton ” at 
| Stornoway for some time. I can say that 
it will remain there some days. The 
| hon. Member is always saying that there 
| is splendid material for the Navy in the 
iW estern Islands, but I can assure him 
| that there is equally splendid material in 
| other parts of the country. 





| #Mr. WEIR: There are no manufac- 
tories or other facilities for employ- 
ment for these men, except fishing and 
crofting. The right hon. Gentleman 
| has promise. that the ‘ Northamp- 
ton” will remain some days at Stornoway, 
| I hope she will remain two or three weeks. 
I have no desire to press the Amend- 
| ment. 


! . 
Motion by leave withdrawn. 


| 
| Original Question put and agreed to. 


| —_—— 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1899-1900. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £248,300, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to defray the 
Charge for the Salaries and Miscellaneous 
Charges of the War Office, which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1900.” 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, W.): 
I was advised the other day, by a gentl 
man who is conversant with the War 
Office and its ways, never in the future to 
waste my time in criticising or attacking 
subordinate officials, but to lay the 
responsibility where it ought to be, and 
is, namely upon the Secretary of State 
for War himself. For indeed, it is the 
Secretary of State who is after all respon- 
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sible, and until his attention is drawn to his 
responsibility, no great improvement will 
take place. I have taken that advice 
to heart. I need hardly say that I 
desire to make my attack on Lord 
Lansdowne not as an individual, but 
merely as the responsible head of a great 
public Department. It would be most 
ungracious in me if I omitted to add that 
whatever has been done during the last 
year or two—and a great deal has ‘been 
done—to improve the Army, has been due 
to the Secretary of State himself, rather 
than to any subordinate in the Depart- 
ment. We gratefully recognise the im- 
provement, or promise of improvement, 


in regard to the cavalry regiments, about | 


which a great deal of feeling was expressed 


last session, and we are sanguine enough | 


to believe that that promise will be 
carried out. We welcome the addition 


of 2d. to the actual pay of soldiers, and we | 


are pleased to see that a moderate amount 
of success, largely owing to the initiative 
of the Secretary of State himself, has 
attended the employment given to dis- 
charged soldiers of good character. I am 
myself particularly pleased that the Sec- 
retary of State for War has met us to a 
certain extent with regard to the restora- 
tion of the old facings of regiments which 


were particularly proud of them; and) 


I am glad to know that, under his 


orders, the absurd and impracticable | 
arrangements of the Ordnance Depart- | 


ment, which have been so often denounced 
in this House, have now at last been 
finally abandoned, and a more rational 
system been put in their place. While 
I admit that the Secretary of State has 
done much good in these matters, I can- 
not say I am equally pleased with the 


condition of things that exists in the } 


policy of the War Office. It is all very 
well to provide a man with a new set of 
shirt studs, a flower in his buttonhole, 
and half a crown in his pocket ; but if the 
man happens to be suffering from Oriental 
plague it is best to let these embellish- 
ments wait vntil you have cured him of 
his mortal disease. Motion may be the 
resultant of two forces, a propulsive 
force and a withholding force; and 
if the withholding force is superior 
the result is motion in a_ backward 
direction. The retarding force in the 
War Office has mastered the propelling 
force, and the result is a retrograde 
movement. I desire to criticise the 
policy of the Secretary of State 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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for War, who is_ responsible, on 
certain definite and specific heads. I 
want to criticise the action, or inaction, of 
the War Office in regard to the Report 
which was presented to Parliament last 
iyear. That is entirely a matter within 
| the province of the War Office. Hon, 
‘Members, I hope, have not forgotten 
what that Report was. I regret to say 
that its character and purport are not 
| sufficiently well known, owing to insuffi- 
| clent discussion in the country. I ven- 
/ture to say that never in the history of 
{any Department of Government has there 
; been such a disclosure of administrative 
incompetence as is disclosed in that Re- 
port. That Report was the outcome of 
an inquiry of a very remarkable Commit- 
tee. That Committee was formed by the 
War Office, and was presided over by the 
Under Secretary of State at that time. 
It called before it, as witnesses, the most 
| prominent members of the War Office, 
,and took their evidence. And if yow 
wanted to damn the War Office, to dis- 
credit its operations, to make it appear a 
ridiculous and impossible institution, you 
could not have done better than to repeat 
the words of that Report, and the 
| evidence on which it was based. I want 
‘to know what has been done to give effect 
to the recommendations of that Report, 
|for, be it noted, these recommendations 
are not the outcome of, nor do they corre- 
spond to the recommendations by private 
| Members; but are made in the interest of 
‘the British Army by the War Office itself. 
| We have heard that something has been 
‘done. We have been told that some very 
violent action has been taken, and that 
the Financial Secretary has got to the 
point of reducing by £5,000 a year the 
salaries of the War Office clerks. There 
is an old story about a man trying to cure 
an earthquake with a pill, but I have not 





and I am not convinced that even this 
resource of reducing the War Office clerks’ 
salaries by £5,000 will meet the case. I 
wish to put a question. Sometimes we 
have great difficulty in placing the respon- 
sibility on the proper person. But in this 
case I may clearly put the responsibility 
on the Secretary of State for War, 
and I want to ask him what he has done 
with regard to a particular officer who 
|took a marked part in producing the 
evidence given before that Committee. 
| I want to quote to the House a statement 
|which was made by one of the most 





heard that the treatment was successful ; 





ie 6k ae Se 2 


—— se 


Yr wv At 


vn 


= we ‘ 


ST 





1617 Supply 


eminent soldiers in the British Army, and 
one of the most prominent in the adminis- 
tration of the War Office, I mean Sir 
Redvers Buller. That eminent officer 
said : 

“T should like to say clearly and openly 
that I start from this point, and I think I 
have verified it sufficiently, that: the whole 
system of reports, and regulations, and war- 
rants under which the British Army now 
serves, has grown up entirely for the benefit of 
the War Office clerks, and to find work for 
the War Office clerks rather than to provide 
control over the army.” 


That is a very serious statement indeed, 


and what I want to ask is, what business 
had Sir Redvers Buller to make it? For 


the head of a Department, after having | 
been in this responsible position for ten | 
years, and having had the full control of | 


the Department, to openly state at the end 


of his term that whilst he was there the | 
1a week ago Lord Lansdowne made a 


Department to his knowledge was grossly 
mismanaged, and that it was conducted 
for purposes not in the interest of the 
business for advancing which he received 
his pay, is an astounding thing, and I can 
only say that in the trading concern to 
which I have the honour to belong, or in 
any concern conducted for profit, we 
should give short shrift to the head of a 
Department who acted in such a fashion. 
When we find an officer in the position of 
Sir Redvers Buller making such a state- 
ment as this after he has left his post, we 
should make him verify his statement. It 
would be impertinence in me to criticise 
him as a soldier, but as a Member of this 
House and as a taxpayer I am certainly 
entitled to ask whether any explanation 
of his statement has been required 
from him by the Secretary of State. 
This monstrous condition of things has 
apparently been going on for ten years to 
his knowledge, and nothing has been done 
during the whole of that time to remedy 
the evil he so graphically describes. 
I quote this case as an example only, and 
the conclusion I have been forced to 
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immediately and primarily involved. I 
now come to another matter in which 
I desire to criticise the policy and 
action—or inaction—of the Secretary of 
State. Lord Lansdowne as head of 
the Army is_ responsible for the 
defence of this country. He is also the 
Parliamentary head of the War Office, 
and responsible for letting the country 
| know the real condition of the Army. 
'I challenge contradiction when I say 
‘that the whole effort of the representa- 
| tives of the War Office has been for the 
| last three years to lead people to believe 
| that there has been a substantial addi- 
| tion to the British Army. That is not 
the fact. It is the fact that Lord Lans- 
downe has endeavoured to produce 
such an impression, and it is only 
through an accident that the country has 
learned the truth as to the Army. Only 





statement in the House of Lords that 
despite the difficulties in the way of the 
War Office they were adding to the 
Army. That is not correct, there is no 
addition being made to the Army at all. 
Five years ago the force of the Regular 
Army, Militia, and Army Reserve was 
408,900 men. In the present year the 
number is 408,924; that is to say that 
during the five years we have added 
twenty-four men to the effective forces of 
the country, and this during a period 
when there has been an enormous addi- 
tion to the Army Estimates. Five years 


7 


ago the amount of the Army Estimates 
'was £17,980,000, and this year they 


amount to £19,528,000, an increase of 
£1,545,000. That has been going on for 
five years ; we have had increases during 
the period of £7,000,000 sterling. The 
Vote for naval works is about the same 
figure. What would be the criticism 
of this House, if, after £7,500,000 had 
been expended, the Admiralty could only 
point to an increase of the Navy by 
twenty-four men? 


come to is that until we have a thorough | 


transformation of the manner of doing | 


business at the War Office we shall get 
no advance in the British Army at all. 


Moreover, I want to know whether | 


the melancholy catalogue of evil and 
absurd practices which is set out in this 


report has led to any action which is | 
of the name being taken, 


worthy 


by the War Office. This is clearly a 


matter in which the responsibility of | 


the Secretary of State for War is 


THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. WyNDHAM, Dover): All 
those millions have not been devoted to 
the increase of men. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I under- 
stand my hon. friend says that all this 
expenditure has not been devoted to 
, getting men, but he ought to remember 
how often we have been told that these 
additions were being made to the Army, 
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and he ought to be as explicit on other 
occasions as he now appears desirous of 
being, and he ought to tell the country 
frankly that after all this expenditure 
we have only added twenty-four men to 
the Army. The Secretary of State said 
only the other day that we were making 
up slowly the addition that Parliament 
sanctioned. He said it was true that 
5,000 were taken from the Army Reserve, 
and appeared as an addition to the 

Army; but that is no addition at all. 
The remainder have come from the 
Militia, which is already available for 
the service of the country. The men 
have been taken from one force and put 
into another. I, and probably other 
hon. Members are familiar with the 
measures that are resorted to, and efforts 
that are being made to cozen these men 
out of the Militia into the Army. I 
could tell the House what is done in the 
depots in this matter, and of the pres- 
sure which is put upon the men to 
leave the Militia and enter the line. 
Of course, where the devil drives one 
must needs go, but if we must get men in 
this way do not let us be told that we are 
adding to the defensive forces of the | 
country. With regard to the policy | 
which the Secretary of State has thought | 


fit to adopt to cope with this state of | 


things, I admit he has made gallant 
attempts to get more men to come into 
the Army, but we have always said he 
was going the wrong way about it, and 
not doing the proper 


Army when he got them. 
ago in the House of Lords the Secretary 
of State spoke in a most alarming manner, 


and it looked as if we were on the verge | 


of conscription. It may be that we shall 


have to come to that unfortunate condi- | 
There are many of us who | 


tion of things. 
believe that a time will come when we 
shall no longer be able to get an army on 
a voluntary 
to so melancholy a conclusion we should 
make a trial of all other methods. The 
old method is a failure—let us try others. 
The Secretary of State says that he will 
never consent to a long service army | 


and a short service army existing at the | 


same time, but a long service army 
already exists in practice, though in 
theory 
All the advantages that appertain to | 
long service have been abandoned, and | 
the. disadvantages of the short service | 
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A few days | 


system, but before we come | 
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retained, but, nevertheless, there are as 
many long service men in the Army as 
there have ever been since the Crimea. 
If you led recruits to understand that 
they were in for long service you might 
get some advantage by doing so, but 
when you enlist men for short service 
and then persuade them to prolong their 
term, under short-service rules ; or when 
you call men back from the Reserve, you 
are doing that which is unjust in itself, 
which produces the minimum of 
advantage, and which as a remedy 
for your difficulties is bound to fail. 
The authorities attribute the falling off 
of recruits to the goodness of trade, 
and that no doubt is a great bar to 
recruiting, but I should like to point 
out that the Army is not the only 
| military force in this country. There 
is a force of 20,000 men, which, I 
believe, is the best military force in the 
country—the Royal Marines, and though 
there has been some falling off in the 
recruiting there, they are still adding men 
to the corps. In the last few years the 
Marines have been increased from 14,000 
to 20,000 men, a real, and not a sham 
increase ; and though the recruiting has. 
| been slack during the last six months the 
falling off has only amounted to 183 men. 
I think the War Office might learn a 
| lesson from the Royal Marines in this 
respect, and the sooner they learn that 
| lesson the better for the Army and the 
country. I am not prepared to 
accept the statement that good trade is. 
the reason for the failure of recruits. 
The Secretary of State for War tells us 
| that something is being done to increase 
| the facilities and opportunities for employ- 
ing discharged soldiers ; but there again, 
though he is doing good work, he is not 
getting the benefit of it. Lord Lans- 
downe professes to believe in chance 
charity, but I have always urged that 
employment after service should be abso- 
lutely assured to men who fulfil certain 
conditions. Common-sense tells us that 
if you want to get a man to join the 
Army as a career you must give him 
some guarantee that when he leaves it, 

provided he has satisfied certain con- 
ditions, he will be entitled to employment. 
| There is no guarantee at present, and 
it is a mere toss up whether he will 





it has no existence whatever. | get emplovment or not, or of what 


kind or form his employment may be. 
If the War Office wants to get recruits, 
| they must give them a guarantee when 
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they enlist. The Secretary of State tells | provident is our system that if you had 
us there is a difficulty in getting men, | twice as many boys at those schools, 
but would it not be better to keep the men | the additional boys would never get 
he has got? He does not realise, and the |into the Army at all, and_ there 
country does not realise, the amount of | again I say that the policy that the 
waste that goes on in the Army at the | Secretary of State clings to is a wrong 
present time. The Secretary of State|one. It isa policy which disregards alike 
adopts a system which loses him thou-| the dictates of Englishmen and common- . 





sands of men who ought to be retained in 
the Army. I ‘find from the Report 
that in 1897 of men under twenty-one 
years of age no less than 4,411 were 
discharged from the Army, and 1,924 
deserted before they completed their term 


| Militia, 
'I should say is being killed by the 
| present system. He said it was dying, 


| sense. Lord Lansdowne, in his remarks 
|the other day, did not say a word that 
| was not within the mark about the 
which is dying, or rather 


of service. This makes a total of 6,335,and, | and adumbrated_ heroic measures for its 


when we remember that the whole num- | resuscitation. 


ber of men discharged from the Army in 
the year was 12,900, we are able to realise 
the extent of this waste. I believe that 
nine-tenths of that waste is absolutely 
preventible. As it is absolutely necessary 
for the Committee to know the extent of 
waste that goes on I take another figure. 
There were discharged into the Army 
Reserve in 1898 16,220 men. Those are 
the men who have completed their effec- 
tive service. In 1892 there were 39,500 
men enlisted into the Army, so that the 
waste in those six years—men absolutely 
obliterated and lost to the country— 
amounted, roughly speaking, to no 
less than 23,000 men. Making the 
most ample allowance for the men 
who extended their service in any one 
year, that margin of 23,000 men gone 
out of the Army, lost to the country, in 
six vears is so serious that the Secretary 
of State ought to be able to give some 
letter explanation than we have ever had 
of the merits of the system which permit 
such a thing to be of regular occurrence. 
Why is it hard, as we are told it is, to get 
non-commissioned officers in the Army, and 
afterwards to keep them? I should like 
to state why so many leave after their 
seven years’ term. It is because induce- 
ments are not offered to them to extend 
their term before they come to the 
end of their engagement. The Secretary 
of State could get scores and hundreds 
of men who make the best class of non- 
commissioned officers if he would only 
arrange to use a little common-sense 
and extend the only system which has 
yet been tried with success. Where do 
the N.C.O.’s come from now? Seven-tenths 
are men who come through the Duke 
of York School or the Royal Hibernian 
School. It is only by accident that these 
boys get into the Army at all. So im- 


He said it was 19,000 
below strength ; it is a great deal more 
than that; if we regard as effective 
|the men present at inspection, it is 
/ 44,000 below its established strength, 
‘and if we take away the Militia 
, Reserve it is 68,000 below its estab- 
lished strength. I venture to recom- 
|mend a treatment of the Militia very 
different from the drastic remedy sug- 
gested by the Secretary of State—the 
_ Militia should be treated as if they were 
human beings and Englishmen. What is 
|the inducement to men to enlist as 
militiamen? Their officers, if they 
behave themselves, are taken away in a 
couple of years; they are not sure of 
their comrades, for in every Militia regi- 
/ment some hundreds of “special ser- 
‘vice men” on the first alarm of war 
'are taken away; the Militia Reserve 
would also in event of war be drafted 
off for service with the Line; they 
are given an inferior uniform, and on 
| every occasion are treated as if they were 
the drudges of the Army. Is it not the 
‘fact that at the War Office a Militia 
officer is rebuked or _ praised  ex- 
_actly in proportion as he makes his 
battalion a feeder of the Line? 
| That is not the way to encourage English- 
| men to take an interest in their work, and 
until the Secretary of State recognises the 
|fact we all know he will have the 
| same melancholy tale to tell as that which 
he told the other day. In conclusion, I 
challenge the policy of the Secretary of 
| State, because, in my opinion, in almost 
every direction it disregards the ordinary 
|feelings of Englishmen. There is no 
| branch of the service which the War 
| Office can touch that it has touched with- 
/out injuring. Only this afternoon the 
| House had another instance of the dis- 
regard by the War Office of the human 
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element in the men it controlled, in the 
answer of the Under Secretary of State 
with regard to recruiting for the Volun- 
teers, which to my mind is typical of the 
whole course of business at the War 
Office. He has threatened that if the 
non-commissioned officers of the force do 
not follow the course prescribed by the 
War Office, and follow men into public- 
houses to get them to join the Army, 
they shall be dismissed the service. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : Order, order! I 
think the remarks of the hon. Gentleman 
are going a long way outside the scope of 
the Vote. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Of course, 

I bow to your ruling, but I hope an 

opportunity will be given him for dwell- 

ing upon the question of Volunteer 

instructors and recruiting, and I may say 

that the answer which was put into the 

mouth of my hon. friend was so uninformed 

and so misleading that it was a pity he 

was ever allowed to give it. I do not 

hesitate to say that, unless there is a 
radical change in the whole point of view 

of the War Office with regard to the Ser- 
vice, the country is going straight to 
‘disaster. I have had the honour of 
obtaining the views of men of every rank 

in every branch of the Service in every 
part of the world, and I am forced to the 
conclusion that there is a radical differ- 
ence of opinion and a radical difference in 
the point of view between officers actually 

serving with the troopsand the chiefs of the 

War Office; and that until there is an abso- 

lute revolution in the views of one side or 

the other there never can be that harmony 

which is soessential to the efficient adminis- 

tration of theservice. There is an abso- 

lute want of comprehension of the trie 

feelings and aspirations of the soldier 

among those who administer the War 
Office. The War Office has pledged itself 

over and over again to a policy which 

it said would surely succeed, and it has 

failed ; and the War Office is now com- 

pelled to admit that it has failed, and we 

ask that there should be a radical change 
in the policy and point of view in those 

who administer the Department. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The melan- 
choly answer given at question time 
to-day to the hon. Member for Chelten- 
ham only emphasised the failure of the 
War Office as regards recruiting for the 
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| Army, which was developed by the 
Secretary of State in his speech the other 
day. It has been shown by my hon. 
friend the Member for Belfast, that the 
(number of 12,000 men which we were 
| supposed to have obtained is entirely 
| illusory ; that the supply of recruits has 
| failedlamentably. The sad admission of the 
| Secretary of State War is, with regard to 
_ the failure of the War Office in the matter 
of recruiting, only what Members 
interested in the subject have prophesied 
over and over again would come to pass. 
But the falling off in recruits is worse 
even than it appears on the surface. The 
safety of this country in time of war must 
depend mainly, not on the troops shut 
up in distant colonies and fortifications, 
but upon the striking Army, the Army 
we can send out immediately. But the 
number of men at home has greatly 
diminished during the last four years, 
'and we are in a far weaker position in 


‘respect of sending out an _ expedi- 
tionary force than we have _ been 
in for a long time, and that de- 


spite a large increase in expenditure. 
But while we are not allowed to discuss 
on this Vote the condition of the Militia 
and Volunteers, there has been admittedly 
| pressure brought to bear upon the Militia, 
and also upon the Volunteers, which are 
being used merely as recruiting agencies 
for the Line. If the War Office is tied to 
the maintenance of the present system on 
the general lines adopted by three suc- 
cessive Governments, then it is impossible 
for them to do otherwise. They must 
find men where they can, and if they do 
not believe much in the practical value of 
the Volunteers to this country, they 
naturally fall back upon the Militia and 
the Volunteers, and use them as mere 
recruiting agencies of the Line, without 
caring whether the efficiency of those 
forces is diminished or not. This great 
decrease which has occurred in the 
number of troops at home, and the abso- 
lutely stationary character as regards the 
number of troops in the whole Empire, is 
accompanied by many stratagems for 
swelling the numbers. The standard has 
| been progressively lowered, and that has 
' produced a large increase. The standard 
of the Guards is now 5ft. 7in., 
while the standard for the Line is 
5ft. 33in. In addition to this, 13,000 
“ specials,” not even possessing the present 
qualifications, have been accepted during 
the last year. The proportion of 
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special enlistments is increasing steadily 
and even rapidly. In 1896 the specials 
constituted 18 per cent., in 1897 29 per 
cent., and in 1898 34 percent. In spite 
of all this, the number of the troops is 
of a stationary character, and there 
are “serious misgivings as regards the 
future” in the mind of the Secretary of 
State. In spite of every stratagem being 
used to increase the numbers — that 
is, the reduction of the standard and the 
pressure brought to bear on the Militia 
and the Volunteers, which is practically 
destroying those forees—the number of 
the troops remains stationary. I need 
not, in face of these terrible facts, dwell 
upon any other points upon which, if we 
had time to-night, I should have liked to 
question the administration of the War 
Office. The Volunteers can hardly be 
dealt with upon the Volunteer Vote to- 
day. The difficulties of the Army with 
regard to ranges—which the Government 
are now making attempts to cope with 


— have only further deteriorated a 
portion of our forces. In regard 
to the strength of the artillery, 


which is a matter of rapidly increasing 
importance, the Government have fallen 
far short of the endeavours which 
they ought to have made. I cannot 
ask the Government to tell us all they 
know upon this question, but I am sure 
they must know what is a matter of com- 
mon notoriety amongst those who have 
‘been able to follow the French experi- 
ments in artillery. There can be no doubt 
that one great Power, at all events, has 
an artillery gun which is altogether in 
advance of anything which we possess in 
this country. The new French gun is a 
real quick-firing gun, of which the French 
have now mastered the difficulties. It has 
a hydro-pneumatic brake, allowing of 
rapid firing without the relaying of the 
gun even in difficult country ; and that is 
altogether in advance of anything which 
this country possesses, and the Govern- 
ment, with all its enormous expenditure 
upon the Army, were only able to tell us 
that they had adopted a temporary ex- 
pedient, that further inquiry was being 
made, and that important developments 
might be looked for in the future. We 
are certainly enormously behind, in this 
all-important respect, of one of the great 
Powers, and it is a matter which, even on 
a night when we have but a very short 
time to devote to the discussion of the 
daches of the War Office, deserves the 
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attention of the House. There 
have been discussions upon _ this 


subject lately in which the whole of the 
shortcomings of the Government have 
been exposed. There was a most inter- 
esting discussion the other day over this 
artillery question at the Royal Artillery 
Institution, where General Brackenbury 
was in the chair, and Colonel Bainbridge 
cross-examined the officers in regard to 
the artillery operations in Egypt. On 
that occasion Major Young took part in 
the discussions, and what he said curiously 
illustrated the feeling of this country in 
regard to the artillery which was put 
forward when we had the Debate at the 
beginning of this session. We then 
criticised the whole policy of the War 
Office with regard to the non-rearmament 
of the artillery, and in regard to those 
Debates, Major Young said very frankly 
that a British officer hardly knew what to 
do with wagons, and could not under- 
stand ammunition supply because they 
were never drilled in this respect in this 
country. This, I think, is a matter which, 
even on a night when we are limited in 
time, deserves the attention of the Com- 
mittee, and ought to be pressed upon the 
notice of the War Office. With regard 
to 'the main question which my _ hon. 
friend opposite, in a powerful speech, has 
placed before the Committee, I desire to 
ask whether we can expect the country to 
rest content with the general military 
system which has brought us to such a 
sad pass in regard to our national recruit- 
ing as that which we have confessedly 
reached at the present time. The Under 
Secretary of State seems to think that it 
is a sufficient reply to the proposals 
of myself and of my hon. friend 
to ask how we would deal with the 
regimental system. My hon. friend 
the Under Secretary for War is a little 
new to his place ; and although he has 
been able to pick up the threads of past 
Debates after being in office during one 
very busy session only, we can hardly 
expect that he can thoroughly have 
mastered everything that has been written 
upon this subject. Those of us who be- 
lieve in the establishment of two separate 
armies—a long-service army serving 
abroad, and a short-service army serving 
at home—with free exchange of officers 
and men between them—are not afraid 
to say so. But we have not pinned 
ourselves to the actual separation 
of the two armies. Those of us 
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who hold the most extreme views of 
separate armies have exposed ourselves 
to criticism with regard to the regimental 
system, but we have been able to meet 
that criticism by the modified proposal 
which we put forward to couple the 


Supply 


existing regimental system with the pro- | 


posals which we have made. It would 
meet the essentials of our view if you 
gave the men the chance of enlistment un- 
der either the long-service or the short- 
service system. If you adopt frankly those 
two systems of recruiting, and put them 


forward without any cheating at all of, 


the recruits or of the taxpayers, I believe | strong feeling, not only in this House, but 


that, with all the facts before us relating to 
the long service marines, and even the facts 
of your own brief trial of the three years’ 
system, you will see that they all go to 


show that you wculd meet with a success. | 
We firmly believe that they do offer some | 
| unpractical in its methods, in short, that 


chance of success, whereas your own 
system has proved a hopeless wreck. I 


know there is a very deep-rooted War | 


Office prejudice in this matter. Many 
of the younger and most brilliant men in 
the service believe in having two 
forms of enlistment offered to the 
men, but successive Governments have 
resisted the idea, and they have been 
backed up by a large amount of War 
Office authority. They have resisted it in 
their speeches, in which they have told us 
that we were about to see the triumphant 
and final success of their alternative 
system. We have now seen this absolute 
aud final breakdown in the system, and I 
venture to ask that some members of the 
Committee should join our ranks, and 


lielp us to adopt some such system, which | 
| fillthemind ofany man of ordinary business 


we have recommended, and to which the 
Government promised to give a trial. It 
cannot be said that the trial on a 
small scale of the three years’ 
system is the fair test for 
we ask of the reform we 
cate. 
drawn between the three years, men 
and other men in the rate of pay, and con- 
stant pressure is brought to bear upon 
the three years’ men to extend their ser- 
vice. Therefore we cannot’ admit that 
that is a fair trial of the shorter system. 


In adding my voice to the cause put for-| 


ward by the hon. Member for Belfast, I 
think I may say that the War Office con- 
fess the failure of their policy which 
was revealed to the country in the speech 
delivered by the Secretary for War. 

Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 


which | 
advo- | 
Moreover, there is a distinction | 
/ months. 
‘in the Report, the general officer com- 
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*GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) : T 
feel that I require no apology in asking’ 
the indulgence of the Committee to: 
enable me to call attention to what 
is probably the most important matter in 
connection with the money which they 
are now asked to vote for the support of 
|the Army. I allude to the organisation 
of the War Office. In round numbers we 
spend about twenty millions on our Army 
exclusive of the Indian establishment, and 
I regret to say that in connection with this. 
vast expenditure of money there has long 
'been, and there is now, I fear, a very 





also out of doors, that we do not get the 
full value for our money. It has been 


| asserted—and, I fear, not without good 


ground—that the office which has pract:- 
cally the dispensing of this vast sum is 
faulty in organisation, cumbersome and 


it does not turn to best account the funds: 
placed at its disposal. Asa result of this 
widespread feeling of mistrust the present 
Secretary of State appointed a Committee 


about a year and a half since, with the 


right hon. Gentleman the present Under: 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs as 


president, to report on the decentralisa- 
tion of War Office business. This Com- 
mittee sat for about two months, took a 
large amount of evidence, and issued their 
report on the 16th of March last year. 
Now, Sir, I do not hesitate to say that 
the evidence and Report contained in 
these pages, although they contain 
nothing that surprises those who, from 
personal experience, are conversant with 
the War Office and its ways, cannot fail to 


capacity, who takes the trouble to read 
them, with astonishment and disgust. 
Such extraordinary circumlocution, mud- 
dling mismanagement, and 
system would bring any ordinary com- 
mercial business to a standstill in six 
To give some instances quoted 


manding at Aldershot could not transfer a 
gunner from one battery to another 
under his command without reference to: 
London, and papers that required nine 
signatures ; nor could he send back an 
unsatisfactory gunner of the 
| staff to his battery at Woolwich without 


| papers involving twelve signatures. No 
pap g 


| general could authorise the issue of straw 
| hats at 3d. a-piece, and specially ordered 


| by the medical officer to protect a work- 


want of. 


district : 
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ing party from sunstroke, without refer- 
ence to the War Office. I should weary 
the Committee were I to multiply in- 
stances of this most extraordinary and 
unpractical system as quoted in this Report 
and evidence—perhaps, however, I might 
be permitted to give one instance out of 
these many from my own practical expe- 
rience ; I can do so with less hesitation, 
as all the officials to whom I refer are 
now dead. A good many years ago I was 
employed in the Intelligence Branch of 
the Adjutant-General’s Department, and | 
was brought over to the War Office to 
take the duty of the late Sir Thomas 


{21 JuLy 1899} 








Baker, who had been suddenly ordered to | 
India to take up the duties of Military | 
Secretary to the Viceroy. Musketry was | 
one of the subjects dealt with by the | 
Department, of which I had temporary | 
charge. Oneday the chief civilian clerk, | 
an admirable official, well acquainted with 

all the intricacies of War Office traditionis, | 


(Army Estimates). 1630: 


hence that the request of the general com- 
manding at Aldershot could not possibly be 
granted within a week. I said, “ Telegraph 
at once, and sanction the issue of these 
targets. We can square all these people 
afterwards. If bad comes to worse it is 
only a matter of 30s. I will pay it myself.” 
The chief clerk appeared much shocked by 
my levity, and told me that I was trans- 
gressing all the rules of the War Office. 
I said, ‘‘ Never mind, I will take the risk ; 
please have a letter written in the Com- 
mander-in-Chief’s name for me to sign, 
confirming the telegram.” A day of 
reckoning, however, was in store for me. 
A short time afterwards the Adjutant- 
General sent forme and told me that I 
had got him into a terrible scrape, and I 
must come with him and make my peace 
with some of the officials whose authority 
I had disregarded He showed me into a 
room where there was a little fat man 
with a red face, bursting with indignation. 


brought me a telegram from the officer | The Adjutant-General said, “This is the 
commanding at Aldershot, begging that | young and inexperienced officer of whom 
an answer might be sent to a pressing | you complained ; he wishes to apologise. 
application which he had made a few days | [ am sure he will never do such a thing 
since, requesting that authority might be | again.” Such, Sir, are, or were the ways 
given to the Ordnance Store officer to | of the War Office. I will not, however, 
Issue targets, at which troops now assem- | inflict on the Committee any more anec- 
bled at Aldershot for musketry training | dotes from my own or any other persons’ 





might practise skirmishing. The chief 
clerk told me that he had made a search 


in the office for the paper in question, | 
which had been already then about a week | 
signatures | 
from various subordinate officials. It | 


receiving annotations and 


appeared that some canvas 


were required of the 


targets 


their musketry ; that these were in store 
at Aldershot, but could not be issued 
without authority from London ; it ap- 


peared also that the matter was pressing, | 


the troops in question were under canvas, 


the weather was breaking, and the officer | 
commanding was anxious to let them | 


finish their course and go into winter 
quarters. The Adjutant-General happened 
to be away for a couple of days, so I 
could not ask his advice, and the chief 
clerk assured me that before this ex- 
penditure of 30s. could be sanctioned this 
paper must be submitted to a number of 
other officials, including the Director of 
Artillery, the Accountant-General, and I 
believe to several others, that it would 
then have to be submitted to the 
Commander-in-Chief, when it would again 
come back to the Adjutant-General, and 


value of | 
about 30s., to enable the troops to finish | 


| experience ; I will only refer them to the 
| printed evidence laid before them. Sir 
Redvers Buller is a well known officer, 
who has now what is undoubtedly the 
most important command in the United 
Kingdom. He, moreover, had about 
twenty-three years’ experience of the War 
Office, only broken by various periods 
when he was on active service. On page 
40 you will see he says : 


‘‘The whole system of reports and regula- 
tions and warrants under which the British 
Army now serves has grown up entirely for 
the benefit of War Office clerks, and to find 
work at the War Office rather than to find 
control for the Army.” 


And, again, in answer to Question 954, 
when asked if there had not been an 
enormous transfer of actual administra- 
tive work from the civil to the military 
side, he replies : 


“You cannut say that the work is adminis- 
trative if the officer in charge is not responsible 
for the accomplishment of it.” 


Now, Sir, I will not attempt to wade 
through a tenth oi the evidence contained 
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in this Paper. I will only call the atten- | fact, no officer in charge of one of these 
tion of the Committee to the evidence of | great departments is free to spend the 
Sir W. Butler, a well-known officer, who | money voted for it without reference 
himself was some time at the War Office, | not only to the finance department 
and held what is at the present moment | of his own branch, but also to the 
the most important command in any of our | Accountant-General and _ his clerk, who, I 
colonies, India excepted. But he makes | believe, often keep applications for weeks 
some further most important and serious | without a reply, much to the detriment 
statements ; he states it to be his delibe- | of the service. I maintain that each officer 
rate opinion that our young army is not | in charge of these great depart:nents should 
properly trained. In answer to Questions | be held responsible, and solely responsible 
1506-7-8-9, he expresses this opinion, and | for it, subject to that financial control 
refers to the checks and disasters that | which is customary and necessary in all 
occurred in the Afridi war. He attributes | commercial matters of business, and 
this want of training to the fact that | which Parliament very rightly demands. 
staff officers and generals in command are | Such is the system in Germany, with 
unable to devote the time necessary for| the result of which the Committee 
the proper training of troops, in conse-|is well acquainted, that is, so far as 
quence of having such an enormous | possible, efficiency combined with economy. 
amount of office work and preparation of | In point of fact our present system is 
returns to the War Office—returns which, | framed on that which was in force in the 
as I learn by the evidence, are scarcely | French Army prior to 1870. I remem- 
ever read. Well, Sir, this Committee | ber well seeing a French play shortly 
made many practical recommendations, | after that disaster. The Minister of 
only a small proportion of which I am | War was depicted, surrounded by papers 
told have as yet been carried out. | and clerks, worn todeath by signing his 
The Secretary of State also, in his opening | name. Telegrams were coming from all 
statement at the commencement of this | parts saying that in one place the soldiers 
session, informed us that a Departmental} had no food, in another no boots, in 
Committee had been appointed to inquire | another no ammunition. The Minister 
into the organisation of the War Office. | replied: “I can attend to none of these 
I have addressed several questions to the | things; let the men starve, let ammuni- 
hon. Gentleman the Financial Secretary, | tion fail, let armies be defeated, let king- 
the Chairman, as to this Committee—|doms be lost, but abolish not a single 
when its Report will be issued, and | return, let not a single War Office clerk 
whether it will be published—but have | he pensioned or dismissed:” I quite recog- 
failed to get any satisfactory reply. I) nise the answer of the present Secretary 
really think we must press the Govern- | and Under Secretary todo their best for the 
ment to hold nothing back, to conceal | Army, and I believe that no War Minister 
nothing, and to publish the evidence of | has ever done so much as he has done 
this Committee. It may not be generally | already during his term of office. I quite 
known that practically the financial work | realise the difficulty of dealing with 
of the War Office is done twice over. | vested interests, but if the evidence of Sir 
Exclusive of the Pay Department, | W. Butler is to be trusted regarding the 
which, of course, must remain centralised | cost of this establishment effect, it would 
under the sole control of the Accountant-| pay us well to retire all unnecessary 
General, there are three great spending | clerks on full pay, and say have another 
departments at the War Office: The | half brigade of infantry. 
Quartermaster-General for supplies, cloth- 
ing, and such like ; the Inspector-General 
of Ordnance for ammunition, guns, ; 
material, etc. ; and the Inspector-General| Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
of Fortifications for barracks, works, etc. |In reviewing the general policy of the 
Each one of these departments has financial Army I shall not attempt to deal with the 
clerks attached to it, who are supposed to | War Offic e, inasmuch as it has been very 
exercise financial control over the expen- f ; 

ully dealt with by the hon. and gallant 


diture.. There is also the department of tg 
the Accountant - General, which also | Member for Cheltenham. I will simply 


exercises financial control—a dual control, | say that centralisation is undoubtedly the 
one of which is superfluous. In point of | curse of the British Army, so far as ad- 


General Russell. 
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ministration is concerned. As regards the 
Horse Guards, I should be sorry to say 
one word which would seem to be of a 
carping nature, inasmuch as these officers 
do all in their power to make the best of 
the material which is placed at their dis- 
posal, and they rightly and properly say 
that the question of how the material is 
to be produced is not a military question. 
Some years ago those of us in this House 
who take an interest in the question 
placed before the country the fact 
that the defensive forces were inade- 
quate to the Empire. We pointed out 
that, in our humble opinion, if the 
present system is to be continued a large 
number of battalions should be added to 
the line, in order that the battalions on 
foreign service should be adequate, with- 
out, at the same time, reducing the home 
battalions to non-effective fighting units. 
We were half met by the War Office 
authorities. They decided to add 25,000 
men to the Army within three years. 
And what has been the result? We are 
told that they only succeeded in getting 
12,000 men. But, as has been pointed 
out, 5,000 of these men have been stolen, 
if I may use the word, from the Army 
Reserve. The result is that we are 
farther off than ever from having the force 
necessary for the adequate defence of the 
Empire. We look for an increase of 
attractions in the Army, and I admit that 
the present Government have done much 
in that direction ; but with reference to 
the employment of time-expired men, I 
am of opinion that they have not 
done all that they might have done. 
Of course, we shall be told that the 
people of this country have great reliance 
on the Navy. Now, it is not the business 
of those of us interested in military 
matters to take that fact into such con- 
sideration as it deserves ; the point is that 
the military forces of the country are not, 
in our opinion, sufficient. We are told 
that we have men and money enough, and 
should be perfectly able to meet difficulties 
when difficulties come. Some years ago 
our neighbours the French, than whom 
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there is not a more gallant and patriotic 
nation, fell into this mistake, contenting 
themselves with the belief that at the 
time of war every man would step for- 
ward in defence of the country. They 
did step forward. And what was the re- 
sult? That the German Army, by 
superior organisation, properly drilled 
troops, with excellent commanders, practi 
cally trampled the French nation into the 
ground. Our object is to see that by 
short-sightedness we do not. experience a 
similar danger in this country. 
What has happened recently? The 
Secretary of State for War has him- 
self, in another place, practically admitted 
that the present system, if not actually 
breaking down, is on the point of doing 
so. I am anxious that the Under-Secre- 
tary for War should make a similar state- 
ment in this House, in order that the 
people of this country may know the posi- 
tion in which they are placed with refer- 
ence to the military defences of the 
Empire. The Secretary for War has 
pointed out what many of us know, but 
what the majority of the people of this 
country do not know, viz., that by the sus- 
pension of the voluntary system by Order 
in Council, almost every able-bodied man 
in the country is liable to be ealled out 
for military service. The Secretary for 
War has put forward the suggestion of a 
ballot for the Militia. The ballot for the 
Militia will not solve the question of pro- 
ducing recruits to the line. I think it was 
very clearly proved by the speeches of the 
hon. Gentlemen who preceded me that 
the failure of the voluntary system has 
practically taken place. Weare supposed 
to have a regular force of 176,000 men ; 
we have only 157,000, and are therefore 
19,000 short. The Army Reserve is 
12,000 short, the Militia 19,000 short, 
the Yeomanry 2,000 short, and the Volun- 
teers 33,000 short; and yet we are calling 
on the people of this country to pro- 
duce exactly three millions sterling 
more than they voted ten years ago 
for the Army, and as the hon. Member 


for West Belfast pointed out, we have 
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twenty-four men in addition. We are 
spending one-sixth of the total revenue on 
the Army, and after all we have not suffi- 
cient troops to produce an expeditionary 
force of two army corps. The Secretary 
for War pointed out that the responsibili- 
ties of our position are very great indeed, 
and that we might have to enlist large 
numbers of mercenary troops in order to 
hold our possessions. But we ought to 
look at the other side of the question, and 
remember what befell great empires in 
days gone by, like Rome and Carthage, 
when they relied too much on mercena- 
ries. Even the best of our Indian regi- 
ments, except the Goorkhas, without a 
certain backing of European troops, are 
not to be relied upon. During the past 
twenty years the Army has been consider- 
ably below its proper strength, and if we 
are ever to get it up the source of supply 
must certainly be changed. We seek to 
obtain recruits from small agricultural 
counties which are practically depleted of 
men, and we let large districts with 
immense populations like South Wales 
and Lancashire produce practically the 
same number. We are told that we have 
some 78,000 Army Reserve men, but I 
would ask the Under Secretary for War 
whether he believes for a moment, if he 
endeavoured to call out the Army 
Reserve, he would get 50,000, or even 
40,000, who were fit to join the 
ranks of the Army. He knows it 
would be practically impossible. Out 
of the 215,000 Volunteers, how many 
would break down on the march, and 
how many of them are actually efficient ! 
Would that force be of the smallest value 
in the event of the invasion of this 
country, unprovided as they are with 
transports, and weak as they are in artillery 
and cavalry! The Secretary of State 
threw out the suggestion that the best 
‘thing we could do would be, seeing that 
we had the power to raise a Militia force, 
and inasmuch as the Militia costs only £15 
* per head, to raise another 100,000 Militia 
men in the hope of getting recruits for 
the Line. Would it not be very much 
Captain Norton. 
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better for the Secretary of State to make 
a clean breast of it, and tell the people 
of this country that the present system 
has absolutely broken down, and that 
we must have recourse to the system 
recommended by my right hon. friend ? 
If you will introduce a long service system 
for India and the Colonies, and make some 
approach to the current standard of wages 
for unskilled labour in the country, as 
well as formulate some scheme whereby 
security is offered as to employment after 
aman leaves the service, the Army will 
certainly get enough men for its purpose. 
With regard to the question of finance, I 
am confident that if the issue at stake is 
clearly defined, there is enough common 
sense in the people of this country to 
justify me in saying that they would be 
prepared to pay the requisite bill, rather 
than run the most remote risk of being 
| placed in the position in which a great 
country contiguous to ours was placed in 
only a few months ago. 





*CapTAIN BAGOT (Westmorland, 
Kendal): The Report of the Committee 
on the War Office is undoubtedly a very 
|damaging document, but it does not 
| apply so much to the present as to the 
| late administration. The evidence of Sir 
| Redvers Buller is most striking. He 
| said the enormous amount of correspond- 
;ence and Returns which have to be sent 
| to the War Office rendered useful admini- 
| stration impossible. The Committee re- 
| ported that a large number of Returns 
|and Reports might be usefully abolished, 
| and that the abolition of one Return alone, 
| relating to the employment of civil practi- 
| tioners, would save 1,500 letters in a 
year. I understand that almost every 
| one of the recommendations of the Select 
| Committee has been approved, or partly 
| approved, by the present Secretary 
ifor War, and it is evident that 
if the omission of only one return is going 
to relieve the War Office to the extent of 
something like 1,500 letters a year, an 
enormous mass of correspondence and 
returns must have been saved by the 
action of the present Secretary of State 
for War. So far as I understand, no 
reference has been made to the fact that 
the present administration has gone a 
very long way towards remedying the evil, 
and it would be interesting to know what 
is the amount of reduction, if any, in the 
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number of clerks, and the salaries of those | 
clerks. If it is admitted that the whole | 
mass of correspondence scheduled in the 
report of the Select Committee has been 
taken away, there ought to be a corre- 
sponding diminution in the number of 
clerks and in their salaries. The evidence 
of Sir Redvers Buller was extremely 
strong. He pointed out that it was 
impossible to carry on the business of the 
War Office with that immense mass of 


for such a mass that it was owing 
to the action of the House of Commons, 
‘whose Members were always asking for 
returns for some purpose or other, which 
was not always easy to discover, but 
which entailed an immense amount of 
clerical work and time ; ard also that 
questions were asked about the smallest 
details as to what was.going on in some 
remote part of the Empire. Of course 
those matters have to be dealt with, but 
the House of Commons shculd not require 
too much, if it is not prepared to pay 
for it. I should like to refer to one 
other matter, and I do not wish to advo- 
cate it from any sentimental point of 
view. I believe that the system of 
hospital accommodation for soldiers as it 
at present exists is very expensive. The 
hon. Member for West Belfast said that 
something like 6,000 men leave the Army 

early who could not be accounted for. 

ut the hon, Gentleman seems to have 
forgotten that between 3,000 and 4,000 
are accounted for as being invalided 
out of the Army, and that out of that 
3,000 or 4,000 about 1,000 are dealt with | 
by the Chelsea Commissioners. Still, out | 
of 200,000 men something like 13,000 a 
year are constantly non-effective from 
illness, which is a very large pro- 
portion. In civilian hospitals there is 
always a large proportion of inmates who, 
after the first period of their illness, are 
sent to convalescent homes; but in the 
whole of the hospital system of the Army | 
there does not appear to be any regular 
system of convalescent homes. I believe 
there is only one such home open to 
soldiers, and it has accommodation simply 
for sixty-eight patients. Surely the War 
Office authorities must see that it would 
not only be desirable but economical, if 
soldiers, instead of being sent back to the 
ranks after a short time in hospital or dis- 
charged, could have the advantage of some 
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|for criticism 








system of convalescent homes. If there 
could be some arrangement with some of 
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those homes to take the partly cured 
soldiers—and I believe something of the 
kind has been suggested—into the civilian 
hospitals which could afford to receive 
them at a cheap rate, the men might be 
able to return to efficient service after a 
certain time. I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will be able to give some 
favourable answer to these suggestions. 


*Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): It is a 
matter of regret that the number attend- 
ing the Committee to-night is very small, 
considering the gravity of the questions 
we are discussing. There have been 
many criticisms passed on various ques- 
tions already, and I trust I shall not 
be out of order if, in criticising the policy 
of the Secretary of State for War, I 
especially dwell on the conditions of re- 
cruiting which receive his sanction and for 
which I hold him responsible. I might find 
fault with many other points, but in view 
of the Debate that has taken place the 
Committee must be pretty well assured 
that there have been sufficient subjects 
already. From _ the 
preliminary return of the British 
Army issued in anticipation of the 
annual report, I find that, of the 84,006 
persons who were last year served with 
notices by recruiters, 27,500 were rejected 
prior to attestation, 12,500 failed to 
appear for attestation, and 5,000 were 
rejected after attestation, and the unpre- 
cedented number of 600 deserted. These 
are record recruiting figures on a down- 
ward scale, and show that the class from 
which we draw recruits is steadily 
becoming worse, and that a radical change 
is required, The Army authorities are 
in desperate straits, and every expedient 
is being adopted to obtain recruits. 
I think when there comes an almost ille- 
gitimate connection between recruiting 
and the public - house, it is time we 
adopted some very different system of 
obtaining recruits. This connection is far 
more general than Members care to recog- 
nise, and demands serious attention. . [ 
would also refer to-night to the very evil 
effect on the Army of the system 
which prevails to a very great extent 
of enlisting men under false ages, 
not merely one or two years younger 
than the regular age, but to the extent of 
three or four years under what is sup- 
posed to be the case. Until we are pre- 
pared to adopt some such system as pre- 
vails in the Navy, or even in the Marines, 
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of demanding some moral character or 
birth certificate, we will never obtain the 
class we ought to as recruits for the Army. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The question of 
recruiting cannot be gone into in detail 
on this Vote ; it arises on Vote 1. 


*Mr. PIRIE: I do not intend to go 
further than to hold out the present re- 
cruiting system as the chief reason for the 
very unsatisfactory state of affairs which at 
present exists with regard to the supply 
of recruits. When we are in such 
despérate straits as at present concerning 
our Army, it is our bounden duty to put 
forward what suggestions we can for im- 
proving matters. You will never obtain 
the class of recruits you require until you 
recognise that that class are animated by 
the same feelings as are the class from 
which the commissioned ranks are sup- 
plied. At present there is an utter dis- 
regard of the human feelings of that class. 
Before even the talk about conscription 
is indulged in—‘“ the curse of conscrip- 
tion,” as it was aptly described the other 
day by a distinguished officer—many 
other expedients must be tried. The 
possibility should be considered of 
holding out further inducements for 
men to join by increasing the number of 
commissions given from the ranks. If the 
number of such commissions was increased 
it would be a very strong inducement to 
men to join. Then we have been 


far too ready to imitate foreign 
Powers in the matter of tailoring 
trivialities. We must take up more 


serious business than that. Officers of the 
British Army must recognise that it may 
be necessary that uniform should be worn 
more generally than it is at present. Were 
this adopted it would have the beneficial 
effect of making the uniform of the private 
soldier more respected. And with this 
might be granted greater facilities for 
cheap travelling, both to officers and men, 
while it might also be possible to make 
it a condition when giving licences to 
places of public amusement that uni- 
form, whether worn by officers -or men, 
should be admitted at reduced prices. 
These are all things to be considered 
before we reach the end of our tether 
and throw up the sponge and say we 
cannot get any more men without con- 
scription. The Colonies are a field which 
is practically untouched. It is typical of 
the War Office that there is delay after 
delay, procrastination after procrastina- 


Mr. Pirie. 


{COMMONS} 
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tion, and no tangible or practical result 
as regards recruiting in the Colonies. For 
three years the question as regards Canada. 
has been as far advanced as it is to-day. 
Another question is the provision of tem- 
perance rooms in barracks. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber must not dwell upon the question 
of recruits. 


*Mr. PIRIE: It is closely connected 
with the condition of life, and with the 
condition under which you treat men in 
the Army. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN : That is a detail of 
administration which should be raised 
in its proper place. All that is possible 
in this Vote is a general criticism of 
the War Office. In regard to recruiting 
and other matters—details such as that 
must be raised on their respective Votes. 

*Mr. PIRIE: My criticism is that 
the War Office has not provided these 
temperance rooms as it should have done. 
Pay alone will not attract a better class of 
men ; there is something higher than that. 
It is absolutely deplorable that the nation 
does not get 75 per cent. value for the 
money spent on the Army. We ought 
never to rest content until we have the 
same competition to get into the ranks of 
the Army as there is at present to get 
into the commissioned ranks. That is a 
state of affairs which if proper lines 
were adopted should be achieved. So 
strongly do I feel upon these matters that 
in order to get a reply from the Under 
Secretary of State for War, and as a 
protest against the system by which boys 
are accepted as recruits under absolutely 
false ages, I will move a reduction of the 
Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £248,200, be 
granted for the said service.”—(Mr. Pirie.) 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): We are to-night dealing 
with a very serious question in a busi- 
ness-like way. Some Members seem 
inclined to blame the Government, as if 
they were entirely responsible for the 
present condition of things, which many 
of us are united in deploring. I do not 
think that is quite a fair line to take, 
although, perhaps, it is a necessary line in 
order to hang our arguments thereon. 
But the Government are free from blame 
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for having in any way failed to do their best 
tocarry out thesystem which they inherited, 
and which it would have taken a great 
deal of statesmanship to change at very 
short notice. The Government have an 
absolutely strong case in so far as they have 
done their level best to improve the condi- 
tions of life in the Army, and to make those 
conditions more nearly meet the require- 
ments of the better class which it is 
desirable to attract to the service. The 
Government have had to do this under 
circumstances of exceptional difficulty. 
They have had to meet a condition of 
trade and competition such as, pro- 
bably, no Government seeking _ re- 
cruits for the Army have ever had to 
face before. The conditions and induce- 
ments which would have been sufficient to 
fill the ranks of the Army in times of 
depression and bad trade are inadequate 
and unsatisfactory in times such as we 
have experienced during the past three 
or four years. 
will not necessarily defend too absolutely 
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I trust the Government | 
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ordinary officers of the Army.. 
But what are the facts? Whenever 
a bit of country is annexed to the Empire 
and a man is wanted to administer it 
economically, intelligently, and effectively, . 
who is the chosen man? Not your 
highly-paid civilian clerk, but your young. 
English subaltern with a freehand. You 
have in connection with the officers of 
the Army an enormous supply of men,, 
absolutely well fitted to do this work, 
who, in conjunction with their retired 
| pay, would be only too glad to fill these 
offices, and would fill them at least as well 
and probably better and more cheaply 
than they are filled now by the civilian 
representatives, whose absence from the 
War Office would conduce to the greater: 
efficiency of the Army. In connection 
with the scheme suggested by the right 
hon. Gentleman, such schemes are taking 
hold of the minds of Members who think 
strongly on the subject. We feel that as 
things stand we are not in the position we 
| ought to be in if there are to be placed 





a condition of things which it may be im-} upon us increasing responsibilities ; the 
possible to defend in the long run. I/| system as we have it now is not equal to 
should be sorry to think that they con-| the emergency. If we once acknowledge 
sidered it necessary to wait to confess a | that, we must not complain if we see even 
failure until that failure had become a | startling changes made as the only possible 
danger to the Army and to the country. | salvation for the efficient maintenance of 





We wish the intelligence and zeal which 
we recognise as being at the head of the 
Army Department of the State to be used 
in time to prevent disaster, and not to 
bolster up a condition of things which it 
may eventually be impossible to defend. 
There is a tendency on the part of all 
officials to think that their personal 
credit is concerned in backing up and 
defending that which they have been put 
to administer. The greater Statesman 
and Minister is the one who recognises 
when it is time to shift his ground from 
one condition of things to another. It 
may be that there is close upon us now 
an absolute necessity to change the system 
on which our Army is conducted, and we 
shall have to face the great problem of 
putting it on a different footing from that 
which it now occupies. Many of us 
think we are labouring under a great 
deal too much of the civilian element in 
the War Office. If it comes to a matter 
of economy, it would be possible to utilise 
the intelligence, education and zeal of 
officers to carry out the work of the War 
Office which is now done by highly-priced 
civilian clerks. People are apt to say 
that you cannot get the necessary in- 
telligence and clerical power from 


our Army in the future. My hon. friend 
ishould not be too zealous in defending 
| that which now exists, but he should 
bring all his weight and authority to 
bear in the direction of making others 
recognise the possibility of a change being 
forced upon us at no distant date. But, 
while we make these criticisms, it would 
be just as well that those who read this. 
Debate should recognise that although we 
wish to be a great deal stronger than we 
are, we are yet a great deal stronger than 
some people think, and that we have at 
the present moment ample power to put 
on board ship, and to use, if necessary, 
such a force as would very much astonish 
and startle some of those who think we 
are in a condition of weakness and unable 
to act rapidly and successfully. 











Mr. WYNDHAM: Although many 
Members wish to address the Committee,. 
I think it is due to those who have 
already spoken that I should take some 
stock of the position to which we have 
arrived owing to the arguments which 
have been put forward. My hon. friend 
has begged me not to take too combative: 
an attitude, nor to attempt to traverse: 





every consideration which has been put 
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forward. I have never attempted to take 
up every glove which has been thrown 
down, and when Members assert that the 
‘question of finding sufficient recruits for 
the British Army is a difficult one, I do 
nor feel that I am bound, in the position 
I occupy, to say it is an easy one. The 
problem with which we have to grapple is 
a far harder one than is presented to any 
of the great Continental nations, and if we 
fail—as in a measure we do fail—nobody 
ought to be surprised if we do not, by 
some royal road, solve the problem of 
occupying India, and casually such places as 
Crete and Egypt, while preserving garri- 
sons abroad, fitting in with one complete 
scheme of Imperial defence. That is a 
problem which no one else has_ to 
tackle, but it is one with which 
we have to deal, and a very difficult 
one. I therefore feel that when the 
House goes into Committee on the Army 
Estimate we may very well take the view 
that we are in counsel together, and 
anxious to hear any suggestions that may 
be offered which are likely to facilitate 
us in the task we have to perform. But 
our experience is that we do not get any: 
great amount of what 1 may call counsel. 
The hon. Member for North Aberdeen, 
who has gone the length of moving a re- 
duction of the Vote, said he felt it his 
duty to tender advice, but while I do not 
wish to make light of his suggestions, they 
are considerations which have already 
occurred to a great many people. The 
War Office has been striving strenuously 
for years to raise the standard of decency 
and comfort in the Army. 


*Mr. PIRIE: I chiefly alluded to the 
refusal of the War Office to require pro- 
duction of birth certificates from recruits. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I doubt whether 
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that more should be done to tap the 
Colonies, and he almost denounced the 
Government for not having achieved 
more in the direction of entering into 
an understanding with Canada and the 
other colonies. There again I would ask 
the Committee to use their imagination, 
and to conceive what an elaborate process 
it must be by which the mother country, 
with vast accumulated wealth, could 
approach a new country, where there was 
no accumulated wealth, to explain to that 
colony that our Navy confers great bene- 
fits upon them, and then to ask the latter 
[to enter into some arrangement for 
'defence. What does that mean? It 
means that that colony has to adjust the 
new civilisation to the older, which must 
‘always be difficult. Any amount of 
| diplomacy is necessary, for the thing 
must be put on its proper basis, which is 
that if any colony exhibits a great wish 
to take some portion of the burden of 
| Empire the mother country should, as 
'far as possible, modify its arrange- 
/ments to meet the wishes of the colony. 
| To go further than that would be folly, 
and to go even so far is a matter of infi- 
/nite correspondence and _ negotiation. 
| We have been in communication with 
'Canada, and at this present moment 
| we have arrived at the stage of having 
| drawn up certain proposals which I hope 
we shall to-day or to-morrow transmit 
| to Canada to invite their opinion upon. 
| Clearly it would be impossible for me to 
| indicate the nature of the proposals, but I 
/can assure the hon. Member that there 
| has been no slackness on our side, no want 
| of appreciation of the aspirations to take 
|some portion of the burden of Empire 
| which have been put forward by Canada. 
| I would refer to the speech of the hon. 
Member for West Belfast, the chief topic 





any alteration in that direction would | of which was that of decentralisation 
materially increase the number of recruits | He dwelt upon the Report of the Com- 
coming to the Army. Another part of | mittee presided over by my hon. friend 
his advice was that the officers ought to | the present Under Secretary of State for 
wear the uniform more. There is some-| Foreign Affairs. I do not wish to 
thing to be said for that, but it has been | minimise the importance of that Com- 
felt that it is hardly in accordance with | mittee or its Report. I look upon the 





‘the spirit of the nation to make it | Report as a point of departure on a road 


obligatory upon men to walk about in 
uniform, and we should probably lose 
more than we gained by adopting that 
advice. The same remark applies to the 
suggestion that soldiers should be allowed 
to go to the theatre at half-price. But 
the hon. and gallant Member did make 
a very important suggestion. He said 


Mr. Wyndham. 


along which I hope we may travel a great 
distance. But it is idle for hon. Members 
to expect that they can in a few months 
or a few years alter a system which has 
grown up primarily to meet the demands 
of the House of Commons. Unless the 
House is to adopt an attitude to- 
wards the administration of the Army 
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profoundly different from its present; the Secretary of State for War in intro- 
attitude you cannot, to any very great ducing the Militia Bill in another place. 


exists. We must take that subject to 
heart, and think it over. For instance, 
we have decentralised contracts for wheat 
and forage, but this fact does not prevent 
one hon. Member after another asking 


-extent, modify the system which at present | He paraphrased the speech of my nobie 


friend in these words—that any day we 


' might have to resort to conscription. No 


my hon. friend the Financial Secretary | 


for War why the general officer gives a 


contract to one man rather than to another. 


Do hon. Members not realise that when | 


such a question is asked the Department 


has to centralise over again, for it has to | 
ask the general officer for his reasons, and | 


then those reasons have to be given to 
the House of Commons? It is, therefore, 
absurd to talk of decentralisation unless 
you are prepared to run the risks in- 
volved in that principle. Although no- 
body is more anxious than I am to see 
more responsibility cast on the general 
officers, still Iam quite sure that this House 
has quite as much to do as the War Office 
if we are to travel very fast along that road. 
I do not wish, for the reasons I have 
stated, to raise any exaggerated hopes 
that you are going in a few months to 
alter a system which has grown up with 
this nation, or that the nation is going to 
relax its control of the purse in military 
matters. I now come to the next im- 
portant topic in the speech of the hon. 
Member for West Belfast. Has there been 
any substantial increase in the Army ? 
Bringing the figures up to date, I find 
that at the 1st of July the numbers of the 
Regular Army, Militia, and Reserve were 


garrison for South Africa. 


411,080, so that there has been an ap-| 


preciable increase. 
that increase is due almost entirely, as I 
ventured to prophesy earlier in the year, 
to the filling up of the Reserve. A good 


I am glad to say that | 


greater travesty of the speech my noble 
friend did make could be imagined. One- 
third of that speech was devoted to pour- 
ing buckets of cold water upon the idea 
that we were within measurable dis- 
tance of conscription. The difficulty 
before us is that we have either to get 
rid of an antiquated system or bring it 
up to date. That has been done, and that 
is all that has been done. The immediate 
problem is to find garrisons for India, 
Egypt, and at this moment an augmented 
Then there is 
the permanent problem of finding garrisons 
for those places which the War Office are 
informed, by the united counsel of their 
naval and military experts, ought to be 
occupied as naval bases and coaling- 
stations. To do that requires at least 19 
white battalions and 12 native battalions 
abroad, for the mere routine work of 
sentry-go round the world. When 75 
infantry battalions are required at home, 
174 battalions to form what I may call 
the scheme of defence, and 604 battalions 
to occupy India and other countries, I ask 
the right hon. Baronet whether he really 
thinks his alternative plan would solve 
the problem. The only alternative which 
has been put before the Committee is the 
plan of the hon. Baronet that we should 
have something like a Swiss militia. We 
shall never get back to the roster which 
has been the usual course of soldiering for 
the British officers and men for over 100 


| years, once we abandon the present system. 


deal of criticism was directed earlier in the | 
year, and again to-night, against the War | 
Office on the ground that we have got. 


these men for the Army simply by taking 
them from the Reserve. 
true, but we have again filled up the 


It is perfectly | 


ranks of the Reserve to 82,000 men. The | 


third topic dealt with in the speech of 


the hon. Member for West Belfast, and | 
extremely unfortunate that the Admiralty 


which, again, is one which was taken up 


by many who have taken part in the) ' 
'as they do such important questions of 


- Debate, was with reference to the ballot 
I have a bone to pick} naval and military policy, which by 


for the Militia. 


Many a sanguine administrator, faced with 
the system which has obtained for many 
years, has approached it in the full belief 
that he was going to change it; but one 
Minister of experience after another has 
felt himself bound in the long run to 
support it. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: Of course, at this 
hour of the night I do not desire to make 
a very long speech, but I regard it as 


Vote and the War Office Vote, involving 


with the hon. Member for West Belfast | the procedure of the House must be 


. for the almost vehement language in | treated separately, should both be taken 


which he referred to this matter, and for in a single evening, when they cannot 


- the very serious way in which he mis-| be adequately discussed. 


In the first 


represented the speech of my noble friend ' place, I think there is a.great and grow- 
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ing opinion in this House that it is a 
misappropriation of the mobile forces 
of the Army to lock them up behind 
works at naval bases. Of course any 
change can only be carried out very 
gradually. You must begin with the 
smaller places, and then extend the ex- 
periment. The Committee are aware that 
an experiment was tried by the late | 
Government on these very lines, and [| 
propose to reduce the salary of the Secre- | 
tary for War by £2,000, because he has not | 
allowed the experiment to be fairly tried. | 
I will mention the specific case. In 1893, 
when the Admiralty and the War Office 
began to take this question of garrisons 
into serious consideration, the need was 





recognised of establishing a naval base at | 
Esquimalt, a port in the Pacific, and the | 


question arose as to how that naval base was 
to be locally guarded. I do not know the 
inner workings of the War Office and the 
Admiralty at the time, but at all events, 
the result was that the War Office wisely 
departed from the policy of isolating and 
breaking up the Army for this work. 
Let us see what happened. 
garrison of Royal Marine Artillery was 
sent to Esquimalt, and the whole charge 
and coramand of the garrison and defence 
was handed over to a major of the Marine 
Artillery. But what happened? From 
the very first there was delay and obstruc- 
tion, presumably on the part of the Royal 
Engineers’ department at the War Office, 
and for three years no part of the sub- 
marine stores and appliances were allowed 
to be sent. The authorities at the War 
Office had sent out previously a sub- 
ordinate staff, but it was represented by the 
officer commanding the Marine Artillery 
that these men were needlessly expen- 
sive ; and he consequently suggested that 
the expensive staff should be taken away, 
and three extra corporals of the Marine 
Artillery, with a little special training, 
sent to take their place. But not a bit of 
it. For four years the Marine Artillery 
officer was in command, things worked 
with perfect smoothness, and no trouble 
whatever arose, except that the Royal 
Engineers withheld the submarine stores. 
Then the War Office sent out an officer 
of the Royal Engineers. And what is 
the next step? The next step was 
an extraordinary one. It was this—the 
Marine Artillery garrison on the Pacific 
was taken from under the command 
of the Admiral in the Pacific, and put 
under the authority of the general at 


Sir J. Colomb. 
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A small | 
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Halifax on the Atlantic. The next 
step is one that is contrary to the interest 
of the public service—authorising a 
junior Engineer officer to ignore his 
commanding officer, by sending his re- 
ports straight to the general. Would 
such a thing be tolerated under any 
circumstances anywhere else ? The 
Under Secretary for War knows it 
would not. The next step is to senda 
costly colonel of Engineers to take com- 
mand of this garrison. But he does not 
remain there long; he was, however, a 
| warming-pan to engineer this arrangement. 
The final step was to give to the junior 
Engineer Officer an extra special rank 
'—the War Minister giving local rank 
of lieutenant-colonel to a junior Engi- 
neer. The whole plan has therefore been 
broken down, and you will be told that 
you cannot deal with naval bases in this 
way, and that you must have your mobile 
army paralysed because you tried the ex- 
periment of Marine Artillery and it failed. 
That failure has been manipulated by 
the wire-pulling of the Royal Engineer 
Department. The first information the 
, House had of the matter was on 12th May, 
| when the Under Secretary for War was 
| asked by the hon. Member for Kincardine- 
shire how it was that an officer of one 
| branch of the service, the Royal Marine 
_ Artillery, contrary to the Queen’s Regula- 
|tions and Orders to the Army, was 
superseded by an order from the War 
| Office conferring local rank of Lieutenant- 
| Colonel upon a junior officer of Royal 
| Engineers. This was the reason given by 
|the War Office for promoting by local 
‘rank a junior Engineer over the head of 
his Commanding Officer, of the Royal 
Marine Artillery, trying an experiment 
of great national importance : 

“While important building works, necessi- 
tating heavy expenditure of public money, are 
under construction, it is desirable that the 
senior officer should, as heretofore, belong to: 
the Royal Engineers. In order to effect that 
object, local rank was conferred on” 

a junior Engineer officer. I then put this. 
question on the 27th June: Would the 
Under Secretary of State for War 

“state the names of the naval bases and 
coaling stations at which officers of other arms. 
of the Service previously in command had 
been sunpeanaien in that command by con- 
ferring upon the officers of Royal Engineers, 
junior to them, local rank, on the ground that 
important building works necessitated heavy 
expenditure of public money are under con- 
sideration, and that the senior officer should 
therefore belong to the Royal Engineers ; and, 
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farther, to state to what arms of the Service 
the officers thus superseded in command at 
each place respectively belonged.” 


I thereupon got a curtain lecture from my 
hon. friend. He said: 


“May I point out that questions involving 
considerable research on the part of the 
military staff at the War Office can be 
answered on the day of their first appearance 
on the Paper only by withdrawing a number 
of officers from the work upon which they are 
engaged.” 


What I asked was simply in how many 


cases junior Royal Engineers in garrisons 


had been given local rank to supersede 
the commanding officer belonging to an- 
other arm of the Service. Everybody at 
the War Office knew perfectly well that 
there was no other case at all. When the 
hon. Gentleman did answer the question, 
what did his reply come to? 

“There is no case other than that at 
Esquimalt. The reasons for the action then 
taken were explained in my answer of the 
12th May to the hon. Member for Kincardine- 
shire.” 


I then asked on the 3rd July: 
“When the Secretary of War decided that 


at places where important building works, | 
necessitating heavy expenditure of public | 


money, are under consideration, it is desirable 
that the senior officer should belong to the 
Royal Engineers.” 


That was one question. The next is 


“ Whether, before such decision was arrived 
at, the probable effects of thus securing for the 


-officer charged with advising and supervising 


expenditure absolute freedom from local super- 
vision and control by independent militar 
authority on the spot was fully considered. 
And whether it is intended to apply this rule 
to all places, such as Bermuda, Jamaica, and 
Mauritius, named in the Schedule of the 
Military Works Bill, by conferring on the 
Royal Engineer officer at each of those stations 
local rank superior to his present commanding 


officer, as has already been done at Esquimalt 


” 


under this rule. 


The Under-Secretary replied :— 


“ The appointment of ‘this major,’ with local 
rank was considered in all its bearings. My 
reply of the 12th May did not cite a rule.” 


But it was given asa rule, an_ at all 
events most explicitly stated as the 
reason. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My hon. and 
gallant friend has brought the thing up 


‘over and over again, 


*Sir J. COLOMB: I am going to bring 
it up again and again. 


{21 JuLy 1899} 
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Mr. WYNDHAM made a remark 
which was inaudible in the Reporters’ 
Gallery. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: I leave it to the 
common-sense of those who can read 
English to understand what the answers 
were. The principle of the War Office is 
that a little mystery is very valuable, 
‘and that is a principle that I object to. 
| I then asked : 
| Does the rule apply only to Esquimalt 2” 

Pply y q 
|to which the reply was, ‘[t is not a rule. 
| What J said was that at Esquimalt a Royal 
| Engineer officer has heretofore been in com- 
mand, and he is to be succeeded by another.” 


But the Committee will see at once that 
the first and only reason given for the 
supersession was—that important military 
works’ were in contemplation involving 
large expenditure, and therefore it was 
desirable to appoint a Royal Engineer, 
Finally, on the 20th July, I asked this 
question. You will note that the excuse of 
public expenditure and so on disappears, © 
and it had now become simply a question of 
the meaning of the word ‘heretofore.’ I 
therefore put this question to the Under 
| Secretary : 

“Whether, before conferring local rank on a 
junior officer of Royal Engineers, serving in 
garrison at Esquimalt, thereby putting him 
over the head of his senior belonging to another 
arm of the Service, the Secretary of State for 
War was made aware of the fact that during 
the preceding period of nearly five years, 
dating from the establishment of the garrison, 
the command was held only for an interval of 
| about one!year by a Royal Engineer officer, 
and whether he adhered to his statement that 
the local rank in question was conferred because 
a Royal Engineer had heretofore been in com- 
mand; and if so, whether the magna of 
State for War proposed in future to exclude 
officers of other arms of the Service from com- 
mand of garrisons at Esquimalt and elsewhere, 
| by conferring local rank on junior Royal 
| Engineer officers in such garrisons whenever it 
| could be shown that a Royal Engineer officer 
| had, by the accident of relative seniority, once 
| previously held the command ?” 

He answers : 

“The length of time during which this Lieu 
tenant-Colonel commanded at Esquimalt in 
no way influenced the selection of Major So- 
and-So in that command. He was selected 
because it was considered desirable that the 
command should be held by an officer of Royal 
Engineers.” 


That is the point I had been driving at 

all the way, and “ heretofore ” disappears: 
“There is no rule, and future cases will be 

judged on their merits.” 

I then asked a-further question, to which 

the answer was: 


“That important works were being con- 
structed at Esquimalt, and for that reason it 
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was felt necessary that an Engineer officer 
should be in command.” 

My point is this: “If you had made up 
your mind, as a matter of policy, that 
Esquimalt is to be a Royal Engineer 
command, why did you not honestly say 
so, and send an officer of Royal Engineers 
superior in regular rank to the officer of 
Royal Marine Artillery already in com- 
mand?” Tunderstand the hon. Member 
to say that there was difficulty in finding 
Engineer officers. Why there are 200 


{COMMONS} 


him it would not be possible without ob- 
taining the consent of the Admiralty to 
substitute marines for soldiers in the 
way suggested. That is a particular 
policy on which my hon. friend has a very 
strong view. I did not, however, rise to 
prolong the discussion, it is my earnest 
desire to see it brought to a rapid 
|termination. I do not think the 








House should be asked to © sit 
‘longer to discuss these Estimates 
to-night. Members have had a severe 
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Royal Engineer officers available for | week, and the temperature is not very well 
service senior to the Marine Artillery- | adapted to any sort of discussion, least of 
man. There are 618 Engineer officers not | all to a discussion of this nature. I 
appropriated in the Estimates to any | would, if I might, ask the House to give 
particular service. I trust the House will | us this Vote. I think it would be a great 
not think I have unduly trespassed upon | advantage that we should get it. If that 
time, even at this late hour, in showing | is done, I will move to report progress, 
that if we are told this experiment has | and leave the matter as it is. I would 
failed it is the blundering of the War point out that the order in which the 
Office into the Royal Engineer net that | Votes come on is not a matter which the 
has caused it deliberately to act in a way | Government desire to control ; we have 





best calculated to cause the experiment 
to fail. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I need hardly 
say I am perfectly incompetent to follow 
my hon. and gallant friend in the survey 
he has made with so much energy— 
energy which must command admiration, 
considering the hour and the temperature. 
But I can assure my hon. and _ gallant 
friend that if there be any blame for what 
he regards as the abuse of the employ- 
ment of marines in garrison at coaling 
stations throughout the world, I do not 
think the War Office ought to be attacked, 
because I am perfectly convinced from 
what I know of the opinions of the Secre- 
tary of State for War and of the other 
administrators at the War Office on this 
subject that they would regard nothing 
as a greater relief than to have this 
onerous charge transferred from their 
service to the service with which my hon. 
and gallant friend claims some connec- 
tion. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: The policy of the 
War Office points in that direction ; they 
wished to adopt that policy. All my 
speech was to show that owing to the bad 
system of the War Office things were 
being engineered by subordinate depart- 
ments in the War Office to defeat the 
policy which War Ministers wished to 
adopt. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Even if the 
War Office was as wicked and incompe- 
tent as my friend thinks, I can assure 


Sir J. Colomb. 


‘every desire to meet the general 
‘convenience of the House. The House 
/has had tive days and nights for the 
discussion of the Army Estimates, and I 
| think that is a very full portion of the 
| total time allowed for the Estimates. If 
'that time has been inconveniently al- 
_lotted between different Army Votes I am 
| sorry, but I do not think the Government 
are to blame in the matter. With that 
explanation I hope we shall be permitted 
‘to take this Vote, and then to report 
| progress and adjourn. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
| (Stirling Burghs): I do not intend to: 
raise any objection to what the right hon. 
| Gentleman proposes, but I presume that 
| the other Votes on the Army Estimates will 
| fall in the general sweep at the end of the 
‘session. If that is so, there is one point 
'as to which I think an explicit engage- 
ment was made—viz., the Ordnance Vote. 
There has been a very vital change in 
the management of the Ordnance factories, 
and, if my memory serves me, | think 
that I myself, and probably others joined 
with me, asked on the Supplemental 
Estimates at an early period of the session 
whether an explanation would be made of 
the causes which had led to that material 
change, and I was told that a full oppor- 
tunity would be given for making that 
explanation on the Ordnance Vote. I 
think it amounts to an undertaking, and 
| there has -been really no public explana- 
| tion whatever of the change. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The promise 
was made, I suppose, by the Under- 
Secretary, and that probably is the reason 
it escaped my memory. I should be glad 
to consult through the ordinary channels 
on the subject, and make the very best 
arrangement I can for finding time to 
discuss the particulars of the Ordnance 
Vote which the right hon. Gentleman 
desires, and to have some explanation 
offered. If there is any desire on the 
part of the House to go on now I should 
not resist it, but I thought I was meeting 
the general view, and that the House did 
not want to sit any longer to-night. 


Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I have no desire to go on to-night, but I 
thought the public outside the House as 
well as Members inside were really 
entitled to have an explanation publicly 
and formally given of the causes which 
led to this fundamental change. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I now move to 
report progress. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed 

“That the Chairman do report Progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Balfour.) 





Mr. DILLON: We are now having 
an exemplification of the effects of the 
new rule in depriving us of a fair oppor- 
tunity of discussing these matters. 
myself had some very important questions 
to raise on this Vote, but there will now 
be no further opportunity. This being the 
20th of the days allotted to Supply, and 
the 21st being given to the Colonial Office 
Vote, no further opposition can be given 
for discussing either this or any other 
important Vote. 


CoLoNEL BROOKFIELD (Sussex, 
Rye): No discussion will be possible on 


the very large subjects of the Volunteers | 


and of the Militia, in both of which the 
public take a very large interest. There 


is also the subject of the Ordnance Vote, | 


referred to by the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite, on which it will be most necessary 
to have a discussion. I must enter my 
protest against the new arrangement by 
which such subjects are shut out from 
discussion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have already 
said that five nights have been spent on 


{21 Jury 1899} 
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the Army Estimates. I do not know if 
the Government is to blame for the order- 
in which the Votes are taken; I think 
they were arranged to suit the conveni- 
ence of the House. When a Vote is 
started, it is extremely difficult—almost 
impossible—for the Government to regu- 
late exactly the time it is to take. That 
must be left to the discretion of Members. 
I do not think my hon. friend would 
| suggest that more than five days should 
| be given to the Army Estimates. 








Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I under- 
| stood that we were not allowed to discuss 
| on the War Office Vote any matter which 
/was dealt with in a separate Vote, 
| although on, previous occasions, both on 
| the Admiralty Vote and the War Office 
| Vote, subjects might be generally dis- 
jcussed. To-night you did make the 
‘ruling that no subjects should be dis- 
‘cussed on these Votes which could be 
| discussed on any other. 


| 


| *THe CHAIRMAN: I do not know 
| whether I ought to go back on a former 
‘ruling, but for the information of the 
| Committee I may say that the ruling was 
| one which has obtained for a great number 
| of years—viz., that where there is a special 
| Vote dealing with a special subject that is 
| the proper place to discuss that special sub- 
| ject. In the case of the Votes of the 
| Admiralty or of the War Office, discussion 
| is allowable so long as it is on the general 
policy. But it hasbeen ruled that where 
there is a special Vote dealing with the 
| question of the Volunteers or the Militia, 
‘or any other special matter, questions 
| relating to those matters must be raised 
on those special Votes. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): This arrangement does exclude certain 
questions which some of us wished to 
|raise, and I shall not consent to the 
motion to report progress unless there is 
some undertaking that some short oppor- 
tunity will be given for the discussion of 
those subjects. 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): While Imight regard five days given 
to the Army Estimates as a great deal in 
an ordinary year, this year, when the 
expenditure on the War Office and the 
Army has been so enormously increased, . 
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five days is not very much. | 
expenditure and _ one | body can call it a long time this year. 


policy which 
-were started last year and have never | 
been thoroughly discussed which have | 
naturally caused a great deal of discus- | 
-sion ; and though five days is a long time | Noes, 6. 


‘this enormous 
or two points of 
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It is really | in an ordinary year, I do not think any- 


AYES. 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd | 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gretton, John 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertW. | 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jessel, a Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kemp, George 

Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Lawrence, SirE.Durning-(Corn | 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 
LawsonSir Wilfrid(Cumb’land | 
Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry | 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool | 
Lorne, Marquis of 


NOES. 


Macaleese, Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Weir, James Galloway 


Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 68 ; 
(Division List, No. 291.) 


Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 


| Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
| Nicol, 


onald Ninian 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenh’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Valentia, Viscount 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jos. Powell-(Birm.) 
Wyndham, George 
Young, Commander(Berks,E. ) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Channing and Mr. Pirie. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Mon-| Deputy Speaker adjourned the House 


next; Committee 


day 


also 


progress ; tosit again upon Monday next. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
cof the 17th day of this instant July, Mr. | 


report | without Question put. 


House adjourned accordingly at five 


minutes after One of the 
clock till Monday next. 


(INDEX. 








